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TOE 
Reverend Father in God, George, 


by the drume proudence Lord Archbiſhop of 
Canturburie, Metropolitan es Primate 
of all England, and one of his Ma- 


icſtics moſt honourable 
printe {1 ouncell. 


I Vch hath beenthe prouidence of 
A cimes ( moſt reucrend Father in 

God) not in this age onlie bur in 
'| many ages of the world hereto» 
fore; thac manie truths haue been 
either negleed,as coueredin the 


Ne <1 S 
dui, or oppretied by the countenaunceand mult 
rude of luch as commonlicare readie to condemne, 
the thing which they will not vouchſafero vndex- 
ſtand, The feare of which cenſures moued melong 
ro ſuppreſle that which I had writcenof this queſti- 
on. Rur finding atterward that this book found ſome 
place by the countenanceof thereucrend L. Arch- 
biſhop; of late memorie : I amin good hope that vn- 
der your Graces proteCtion it may finde as good fa- 


uour, as It hath done before : and thereupon am bes / 


come thus bolde to preſent ir ro your Grace, as.a 
SS pledge. 
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The Epiftle Dedicatorie, 


pledge of my duetie. And though webe fallen into 
thele euill times, wherin vertue, charity, andall god- 


 linefle ſeem rather to [lwim in mens mouthes , then 


groundedin their hearts,much declining from thoſe 
auncienttimes wherein without (0 pr rofeſsion 
men liued ma godly (implicity, & chought nothing 
roo much to beſtowe vpon God & his Church yer 
this may notdiſmay ordiſcourage vs from vnderta- 
king the defence of the truth : nothing doubting bur 
thac in the multicude of gain-ſaycrs, ſome will bee 
found, with wiſedome to conſider, and with con- 
ſcience to pratice the things that ſtand with their 
owne good, and thecomfort of Gods church, And 
wedoubt not, bur many moe may be drawen by the 
graucand godly conucrlation of the Cleargie. And 
ſeeing for the common good God hath fo placed 
your Grace, that from you, others 1n inferior pla- 
ccs may drawe examples of wiſdome,rcligion, and 
godlineſſe ; we can doe nolcfle then by our heartie 
prayers , commend your godly care for his Church 
to God, which isable to protet you from daunger, 
proſper your daies, dire& your hart,and bleſſe your 

odly kborden the glory of his Name,and the com- 
ort of his Church. 


Your Cracesto be commanded, 
inall duties, 


George Carttow, 
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To the Reader. 


(QED) EEING wee are fallen imto theſe 
PAINE /«/f times, times dangerous and fil- 
W, ledwith much ewill , wherein the fur« 

Nay therances of pietis doe dayly decreaſe, 
Fa MN and the (bureb her ſclfe enen with 
: \1FV that ſmall portion which ſhee bath 
Av} /cft, s become an onal preie, either 
YL! 10 the profane Atheiſt ,-thatwill vi 
olently rob ker, or to the cunnmg 


hypocrite that wnd:r pretenge of long prayers will dewoure 
Gods howſe + I thaught it fit t :nd thu learned 1704. 
Liſe to the ind fferent Reader, that men of place inthe com- 


men wealrh, inducd with knowledge to ſupport thetruth , may 
make a conſcience to aſſiſt the ( lergy for obtainmg their owne 
right z leait under colour of jome waine title or pretenſe of 
enſtome, the Lord himſelfe complaine both againſt them and 

vs, that his bouſe ts a houſe of prayer , andwe have made it 

« denne of theenes, Our Land, [ confeſſe, us farreandbleſſed 

like thr kingdome of ({ anaan , but many of the people are like 

the Anakmms , that cate wp the Clergie thereof: andibowgh Num. 1g 
Toltas were 4a good king , yet the tres were emilli, and 4 PMs 3 Ke: 
niſhmont of the former ſinnesreſeryedin Goa! inſtice tothe on 4s 
dayes that followed, And bowſoener wee cannot with lolua Spelunca 
ftnae kings in this caxe , yet | feare mee, wee maie fetch ont latronum, 
more then fine times fine of our great families made richer by 19% 19-23 
the ſpoyl:s of the ( hurch , who haxe either come in diſſem- Tino.s 
blinglte like Ieroboams wefe , ar bolaly like Pharo to the 1[- m4 6 
raeiner,ſaymg of the Clergy,t peo leis ltronger then we þ ©) : 
are, come let ysworke wiſely with them, lealt they multi- 
43 plics. 
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pie and without a witneſſt, the leproſie of Geheti Tice 
th ſo faſt unto their families, as many of our moſt auncient 
, hawe berne ruimated by this meanes: 
for the { bmrcb-lacin "dealerh as the Arke with Dagon, 
caſteth that ber ma on. Þ they had of their owne, If ſome of 
them dealt but as Dauid with Saul , cut off the lap of our gar- 
ment,it werewell ( yet 1 would wiſh them to hae remorſe 
for it) but to ſc rhe Clergie arthe king of the children of 
Ammon did the meſſengers of Dauid ( who ſhaned off balfe 
of their beards ,andcnt off their garments in the middle ) it ts 
a 2rPoa 4 which the Lord will not ſuffer toeſcape vnpuni- 
ſhe 

Now I doubt not but the diligent pernſing of this treatiſe, 
ſhall ſo perſwade the conſcicnces of all that are not alreadie 
foreſtalled by ſome great ſinnes, that tithes arethe Lords 
portion, holy co himſelfe,thatthis portion he hath giuen 
to his miniſters that ſerue attbe Altar, and/o conſequent/it 
that they may not [afely detaine that from the ( Tergy which 
belongs onto them,but rather make reſtutation with al hum - 
litie, and defire the Lord with penitent hearts to receine at 
ewr bands the tenth part , which ima peculiar manner boli'y 
1s bs ewne portzon ( for by another r:ght, the Cattel| are his, 
thatare on a thouſand hils) that ſo mm mercy hee may bleſſe 
wnro vithenine parts that remaine of all 18r ſubſtance, T his 
fruit if it ſpall bring vnto thee that readeſt , and reit and 
peace tothe prove Clergy, that aretornewnh COnlentions for 
their owne right , wee ſhall hane tuft canſe toxuoyce for, thy 

ood , and be ready to recommend our. fur ine paves to the 
wk. leſſmg of thy prayers , and the _ of this { anarcb, Lam+ 

beth. lanuarie4. 1606, 


WILLIAM COVELL, 
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The ſtate of the _ « /et downe, and the trueth 


confirme 


Oncerning Tithes (fo farreas I 
could learne) there have beene 
three opinios : Firſt,thatTithes 
are meerealmes, & thatthe Mi- 
niltersofthe word hauerightto 
nothing but ſhouldliuein high 
pouertie. This opinion leemeth 
hrſtro be brought in by thoſe 
IJ who were called Waldenfes,yp- 
onthe abuſe of Tithes, which 
they law vnder the Church of Rome. It is recorded an 
opinion of theirs, by a writer whole name is notexpreſ- 
ſed inthelaſt zdition of (atalogus reſtinm veritaris, Tom, 
2.lib. 15, This opinion was held by /obs Hxs a Bohemi- 
an , William Thorp an Engliſhman, as appeareth bytheir 
examinations, recorded-by Maſter Fox . Theſame opi» 
nion hath beene lincetaughtby Anabaptiſts, and Trini- 
taries zas may beſcenein a booke , Deantibeſibus veri 
falſs ( briſti. Anno. Dom. 1568. Albe Ilia. 

The ſecond opinion is, that Tithes are not dueby 
Gods law, thatis , a determinate quantitie 1s not preſcri- 
bedinthe word, but onely as theſe men lay , arcatonable 
or competent maintenance is inioyned. This n—_ 
nion of them of the Church of Rome, om 4 
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clareth,the ſame is receiued among ſome later writers: 
whichonely ſhew of a generall approbation in this opini- 
on, hathforced me many times, I confelle, ro late alide 
my pen, thinkingie much moreſafe to errewith this ap- 
probation, then to (trive for the truth againſt ſuch a 
{treame of gaine ſayers. For I will not thinkethat of our 
men who haue laboured inreformed Churches , which 
others might ſay, thatthey haus denyed Tithes to bedue 
tothe Church , vypon a dereſtation of Poperic, wherein 
Tiches wereſo much abuſed: butchis Ithinke, rhatthey 
intending greater points of doAtrine, ſuffered thistolye 
tefſeregarded, andin a mannerforgaxten, as a thing nor 
altogether ſo neceſſary, as thoſe other points whereia 
they made eſpeciall choiſe tolabour. Then the reuerend 
regard of their nam«s, their perſons, their labours being 
remooued from this queſtion, wee takerhis opiniunvn» 
ſound, and of lefle provabilitic thenthe former, 

Thethirdis, that Tithes aredue to the Miniſters ofthe 
Church, by theexpreile word of God. This isthceiudge- 
ment of the auncientfathers,from the beginning without 
crolle or contradition, vntillcheſupreame authuriticof 
the biſhop of Rome tooke them away by the meanescf 
impropriations. Thisisthe conclufion which we purpoſe 
heore, Gud willing, to confirme: Friſt wee will refute the 
ewoformer op/nions: then open the (tory of Tithes, and 
confirme the point in queſtion : laſt wee will aunſwere 
obieRtions, 

The firſt opinionthat Tithesare almes, implyeth alſo 
thoſe ſeuerall braunches which B-//armine for inlarging 
controverlies maketh ſeuerall queſtious, or queſtionable 
errors. That they are notto bepayedtocuill Miniſters, 
and that all miniſters nwſtreſoluetoliucin high poucr- 
ty, as it was tearmed. This opinion isthus ouerthrowen 
by thewords of the Apoltle : Who goeth ro warfare at any 
rime at his owne coft? who planteth a vineyard and eateth 
vor of the fruit thereof? or oe feed-th a flock andeateth not 
of the mitlke of the flock ? Thereaſon ſtands thus: if hethat 
goeth to warfare may of dutic challenge his wagesof _ 
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feederh 2flock may ts rare ofthe milk 
of the flock : then fotrm 4m g for the 
ipainf their{piritvall ddocrfarves, x mama nerds 
mongtherh,Feeding a fluek in hert,” 
lenge dats his retiefe , Hot beg it agaltnes: butthe fr 
_— vg Sandberg 
Apoltle drawen from &, i dppearcthfar- 
ray thatby the [aw Ok. nature the rakes eproie 
for, becauſe by thelaw ofnaturehewhs ro warfare 
muſt bee prouided for; byrherti wholethith tothiarfer- 
vice: by the law of nature heewho plnteth a vineyard 
eateth of the fruite: by the ſame law hee who Feedetha 
flock eaterh ofthenuke,Ifje bee ſaid that afiies ate dlfo 
to bee giveribythelaw of tiktuts, For atfvtre-wes'thulk 
obſeruerkiod Riot berevetiahies and thiriRt for 
which the Apoſtle heere pleaderh. If Umes be notg 
itis a breach of charity : but ifthisbee denied, of which 
the Apoſtleſpeaketh, itisa breachof iultice. For asitis 
injuſtice to denie wages to hit whom you appoirit to 
fightfor you, or to debarrta ttimm fromehe Fruit of thar 
vineyard which he planteth; orto deny himthe milkebf 
a flock which he feedeth:ſo is it in like manner injuſtice 
todeniethe Miniſter thatmaineenatcefor which the A- 
poſtlepleadeth. 

Now if it bee injafticeeo denythe Miriiſters mainte- 
nance,then hehath m andpartinthe goods of thoſe 
whom hee teacherh, for iuſtice giuero eucrie man His 
owne, andnot one mans righe to another: whereby iris 
evident that the Miniiter hath a part ahd righe in their 
goods whom he tedcherth : Nowto take this, is notrg take 
almes bur to takehis owne. 'Sorhen by this feaſotraknes 
areaſſuredly overthrown, becauſe altnes ate notbt datie' 
andivſtice tc bee challeiiged, as cheſerhings are: there- 
fore the Miniſters friaintenance(landeth not by almes but 
by iuſtice; asthe ſouldiers wiges ſtznd thbtby atmes but 
by iuſtice z as by juſtice nor —— m—_—_— the 
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neo winergderbiebbcpleniigh. 6r:ofthe mile of 
bis Thelame js by thaſewords, The {s- 
beurer 1 worthy ef his-wagrs No man faith, the begger is 
wy fone Nowhechatairh,The Jabourer iswor- 
thy of lus wages, ſath, that vfwultjcy heeznay challenge 
it, not beg i«,as,almes z for nas much asit iswagesit is 
by jufhice, but no almes arc dueby iuſtice, for (0 

d weetake awaie all difference betweceneiwſticcand 
charitie: therefore ifs [meg, nowages : ifwages,noalmes. 
; Theſccondopinion (ach, nottithes, but a competent 
maintenangeiedue by Gads law, andthis is vrged to bee 
malt agrerabletothe Apoſtles times, the words are one- 
ly altered , otherwiſethis is the (ame with the former tha 
th,thattichcesare meeralmes;for this opinion bringerh | 
in wich iztheſe conſequences : firſt, thatciches, astiches, | 
are almcy;for hee that denieththat they arcto bee payed | 
of ducty andiullice, proueththem almes: ſecondly, that 
minilters maic got claime anjething our of Gods word , 
andthisalſo proveth almes, For hee that ſaith co his pa- 
riſhioper, tithes I cannoeclaine,aod eherefore nocertain 
a Fr of theword, yet ſomew hat in. conſcience you 
ſhould couributeynrome, whatdoth heelſe, but leaue 
ittv the choiſe of him ro giuewhathee liſt ?and whatis 
this butalpes ?1fit be ſaid, the people may agreeto giue 
acertaine ſtipend, yet this is no otherwiſe then as they 
maie agree to giue almes. If anicobict thatthe Prince 
or Magultrate maje appoint a certaine competent main- 
tenance, as this indeede 1s the common hold; 1 would 
have itnotedthatthey who vree this, forſake the quelti- 
on which chey pretend co decide, for this opinion of a 
pa” Ae maintenanceisholden as agreeabletothe A-= 
poltlcs times : but when they referre the matecr to Prin- 
ces, this is na way agrecablerothoſetimes. Foritwillne- | 
verbe dehateitherthen , or at anyother tine, Prin- 
cesdidtakc order for this competent maintenance.Then 
thisfancy of a competent maintenaunce, wee reie for 
theſereafons: brit, it is not written or commaunded in 
ane (cripture , therefore we haue nothing to docvith it, 
| Let 
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Letthem who maintaineit; ſhew ſeripturefor it , arid wee 
yeeld. Secondly, it caty nor by any deduRtion bee drawin 
from ISR it may not be receiued:for, thoſe 
reaſons that arebrought into prove it , as thatthe Lord 
hath ordeiued, that who preach the Goſpell, ſhould 
liveotche Golpell, and fachlike ztheſe Hivy, doe onelie 
preuethe ordinarie maittenaunce ofthe Miniſterie, fur 
they ſpeake ofthe Lords orditiance. 
Now the ordinary maintenanceof the Miniſters, is a 
perpecuall ordinance, which either bath «lwayes beene 
vied, oroughtalwajesto be viedinehe Church, Brit cer- 
tatncitis,thacthisxcumpeteticie isnot theordimarie mair- 
tenance. Thirdly,thiscompetericy wasneuierin viefrom 
the beginning of the world to this day. Now it is abſurd 
toſaic that it is theordinarie maintenance'of Miniſters ; 
which neuerwasin vic in anie age Fourthly, 4 ceollerh 
the'ufe of the: Apotitles times, this competencie 
isat the ciuillmagiftrates appointment, that yſe was nots 
this mult be gotten by compulſion , that was nots this is 
nctalmesin their opinion who maintaine it, that was, Of 
the Apoſtolike rimes, wee ſhall conſider in due place: 
now we reaſon: thus, That which never wavin> vſe atariie 
time in the Chorch, ought notto beheld theordinarie 
maintenance for Miniſters : burthiscompetent mainte- 
naunce was never in vie.” For beforethe law', titheswere 
payed bythe Patriarks tothe prieſts zvnder thelaw tithes 
were' appointed to the Leviies and- Prieſts 7.10 the &- 
paltles rimes there was nothing but almes, 'as wilt aps 
peare when wee ſpeake of choſe times.” Afrer the Apo- 
{Hes times, tirhes were in vſcagaine,this competency ne- 
ver had placeincheChurch. And euentherewheretirhes 
arg takety away from the Church; _ in laymens 
bandes:: yet there is no competendleeitablitbedroſups! 
plythatwhich was taken away: be Scripture commands 
ienot, no. Prince hath ac cached it; it never 
was, and thereforeas we may well thinkeneuerwill hee, 
Now to make the miniſters ordinary roaintenanee {for 
thatisit weeſcekt hieete')-ro- ſtand in ſuck athiigaznes 
0's B 2 uer 
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ug yas, nd. bydikgdibpodnaugwllbe, fremab much 
yareaſonable;andtberioecbecaule it ftanderh withmuch 
beteerreatontodenie this opinion , then ro huld allche 
ablurditics depending vpon it, following the belt reaſon 
we thinkeis negetlaryto bold, chartheordinariemainte 
nance of Miniſters vwghtnet to fhand in this vncerraine 
campeshey;whichis oply adawfeinthebraines of ſome 
men, and neurr came into praftiſein the Church, 
- Againe the Miniſters, maintenance mult be and is ge- 
nerally acknawk-dgeda morallconſhtution: but thatthis 
cAmpacney;i npmorall conſijguticn icappeareth, be- 
cafe: ever mare) dytic oughealvayesmbedone, and 
lowtimes bath heen dane by the godly ;burthis compe- 
teacy oughenot alwayesto (tand, and will bardly be pro- 
uedto haue beenedoneatanytime , therefare (urely not 
morall., Now:jniTithesit.ivfarotherwileitor we will ſhew, 
they ought alwayey30he obſerucd,; indeurnthenwhen 
they werenot payed: yer ood they ilwaicsthe ordinary 
mainteNance. Moreoner.to maintaine. Miniſters is a ſer» 
vice of Gadd ,; but all the parts of, the ſceruiceot Godare 
delivered the word, therefore this competency muſt 
cither, be-ſhewed: out of Gods ward,: or taken for mans 
ordinance, and not Gods, Further, in this'competencie, 
manie .;ltake it, are decciucd, for eucrie manwillrake 
ypon him:to dehne a cutmpetent maintenance: andrhat 
teyeallcomperens, which theythinke (as mendiuiding 
theiralraey anay (aftices minyRerButche fcriprures (pea- 
king much ptchis maintenance, do neucr tearme it a 
8y or that which ſpariagmen in theirſaumg 
humour. maiccallluthciens;but an honcurable mainte- 
nance oand/omeaimesduuhle honour. Now therewoutd 
befound pgremtdificrcnocbetwemn thatwhich the(crip- 
ture \calvadibonoreble majatenance, & thavwhich men 
diſtributing heir almes 'do. commonly account fatficice. 
Thenthiscompetencie muſteither bee ordainedof God, 
or by man: ifby God, it is Tithes; for noorter mainte- 
nanceatdaingd by: Gadcan bee ſhewed : if by man , then 
itis notgfaads ordinance; nuwwedccke m—— 
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what God hath ordained for miniſters, not whatmap aps 
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If any manſay,it may be mans ordinance,and yet al- 
lowed by God, orthat God ordaineth the generall, but 
man appoinceth the particular manner : we muſt intrear 
him to ſhew vs where God alloweth man eitherto make 
ſuch an ordinance, or to chaungerhe particular which 
God hath ordained , ſecing the Lord himſelfe hath once 
ordained a maintenance, that muſt ſtand, vntill itcan be 
ſhewedthat God hath giuenlibertig to man to change it. 

Here it mult bee well cemembred , that to maintaine 
Miniſters is apart of the worſhip of, Gud, far thus /acob 
did worſhip God. Ger. 28. 22. Aridthereforeit the main- 
tenance bewithdrawen,Godis robbed ſaith Malach. 3.8 
God is mocked {aith Pea/ Gal. 6.6; 3, tor of Gods ordi- 
naunces {ome are ciuul anddoe not immediately crouch 
the warſhip of God: (ome are holy,yhrchtouch the wor- 
ſhip of God immediately ; when wee (peake of thisordi- 
pance, itmay not be confounded with ciuill ordinances, 
for Magiſtrates are Gods ordinance, bur cioif{rin fuch 
ctuillordinances, the particular manner thereof is leftto 
man. Butin Gods hoſic ordinances, ſuch 1 ay 4s balang 
tothe immediate worthip of Gad, it is. otherwiſe: fos ia 

ſuch things mans inventions haue noplace. Then they 
who ſaythe generall ordinaiceis Gads, but the particu- 
lat manner cherof may be from mant,doby conlequencg 
holdthe Miniſters maintenance to beea ciuillordiuance, 
nothaly, which opinion I ſuppoſe no manot knowledge 
and learning will defend. But if we once leaue this opi» 
vion, and confelle direQtly that the Miniſters maince- 
nance isnociuill ordinance, but holy , belongiongeothe 
morall immediate worſhip of God, then ah irncedes 
follow that man:hath noauthoritic therein , tainuantor 
deuiſe any particular manner ; hue miſtrakeinayic igap» 
pointed by God: Then if it mult be graunted, thatone 
oftheſe three is Gods ordinance, almes, this comperen- 
cie, or tithes: leis certaine,. firſt chatalmes tn this pints 
and for this vic are' nov ardaiged by. God: it isow etle 
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certainethat this competencie is not Gods ordinance, bee 
cauſe God no where appointeth it, the Church never vſed 
it: wherevpon it followerh tat for the mainrenaunce of 
cheminiſtery, there is no other ordinance, then tithes, 


CHAP. IL 
How Tithes flood before the Law. 


OR thebetter ſatisfation tothe Reader, 
Q] and ſeruiceto thetruth,thclabuurwould 
v8 not ſeeme ynprofitable, if we drewasic 
£4 were the ſtorie of this queſtion along 
fromthebeginningtothis time: which 
thing cannot bee done exaRly , becauſe 
this matter is not remembred exactly by the auncients, 
and weemult norſo much ſtand vpor narration, asvp- 
on diſputation : bur out of ſuch remembrancesas I could 
light on, I thought good to oblſerue how men of —_— 

haue thoughtof this point, that whenit appearetht 
the opinions which 1 reieR are altogether new, and with- 
vut any teſtymonie or ſhew of antiquity, men maic bee 
intreaced more indifferencly ro thinke of themarter, ar 
lea(t I may ſeeme notvnworthie of pardon, if 1'crrein 
this point, when it ſhall bee ſcene that1 follow not onelie 
the reaſons which ſceme beſt, but all antiquitie,none con- 
traditingrill of late yeares. For orders fake wee will firſt 
conlider how this ſtood: before the law, then how vnder 
chit Law; afterward howin the Apolties times; and fome- 

wharafter. Laſt of all, how inthetime ofthefathers. 
Beforethe law was given, wee finde tithesvied by the 
Godly, ava partofGodsſervice. Firſt, wee will ſhew that 
by chelaw oftiature; cuery man was — — 
,,. ing 
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to God, of thofe temporallbleſhngs which God 
Gthchea ſhall nreiadeb (Rmocker) — 
into ej 


..Gen: 4: It is thus written;{«i» breughtan oblationeo G6 


the Lord ; of the fruitof the ground. Abr/ alſobrought 
of the 6r{tlings of his ſheepe, and of the fat of them , and 


the Lord had reſpe&to Abe/, and hisoffering, butynto $ 


(«in &to his offering he had no regard. It isexpreſly no- 
ted inthetext, that Abe/ offered the belt of his flock, de 
primogenitss, > pingusſſiwnrs, the firlt, faire(t, and fatrelt, 
which ſhewedthe ſinceriticof his heart. In Cainnoſuch 
thing is noted, bur the contrarievnderſtood : whether 
Ci» did offer the tenthof the profit of his ground, and 
Azelthetenth of his ſheepe , that queſtion 1 mouenot 
heere,there isnothing expreſliceyther for it,or againitir: 
but out uf theſe wordes this lobſerye z Firlt,thattooffer 
to Godof ſuch goods as God dooth bleiſe men withall, 
was from the beginning accounted a partof the ſeruice 
of God, for Cain and Abel bothoffered, knowingit was 
looked for at their hands. Secondly, iris hence manife(t 
that they who offcr their goods to God, maic not offer 
cheworſt, and ſerue God likeS, Antony his pig, withthat 
which they make lealt account of : but they who ſerue 
not God withthe beſt of their goods, arc foundto befol- 
lowers of { ai. 

Thirdly,it appeareth alſo,that ifthere were not, neither 
ever had beene any miniſterie ordained, yet notwith(lan- 
ding men ſhould have ſtood bound to otterofthe beſt 
of their goods toGad, for this offering ſeemethto haue 
bcene, before a miniſtery was eſtabliſhed, It anichall 
contend heercin , that theſe offeriags werenotrtiches , 1 
ſtrive noe, thoughwith faire ptobabilitic might, bue 
thus much appeareth:that byrhe law of nature preſent» 
lie after the creation, men didchinke in conſcience them- 
(clues boud. to giue the beſt of their goods to God, as 
knowing/tbet this was thewill of God. It is likewileto. 
be noted that G1d who from: the beginning, as heere wee 
ſee, hath a right incucric mans goods, may diſpoſe his 
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, GHADP, x: 
ewherighe ts ir-beſt pleaterbhimbutiadifÞpolung this 
horighro his tniniders, hee diſpotech ry vr itby 
the name oftiches, And thisis that rightwhich we (eeke 


© cut,nat whataunbeſtowerh, butwhat God gluech ro his 


Church vatofhisowne right, which righe of che Lordin 
cuery mans goods, isdeclared heeve m the beginning, and 
the fame righe of the Lord in euery mans goods remai- 
nerth vatoche end of che world, 

Thus right which che Lord hath in every mans goods, 
himſelfenarneth tithes , and who knoweth it berrer then 
hee ? When a man would offerthis righreo God, who 
knoweth howrooffer him his owne? who knoweth how 
eo keepeſuch arulein this aRion, asto allure himſelfe 
thattherhingwhich heofftereth is che Lordspart ? as be. 
mg ieirher morenorlefſethen that which God hath ma- 

| to boe his owne parr. It followerhthereforethat 
in offering eo God thisrighe, men muſt either offer tithes 
orelſewhar chemſelues liſt, not whar God preſctibeth. 
Now theſe offerings whatſocuer they were, werc oftcred 
astithes, and whoſveyer offered in thisſortafterward, of- 
fered rirhes, becauſe God had manifeſted tharrhe right 
which from he beginning hehathin eyery mans goods, 
istithes. Andthereforeas ſoone as it can hee ſhewed thar 
there wasa Prieſt, then willitalſgappearethattiches were 
payedvntothe Pricſt ofthe Lord. 

Now in the 14' of Gev. there is expretſemention of 
the Prieſt 'of the molt high God, and withall expretle 
mention of tithes payed vrnito him: the words are theſe, 


Ge0.14.18 And Melchiſed:ch king of Salem brought foorth bread 


Verle 7. 


and wine, and hewas a Pricft of rhe moſt bigh God, arid hee 
bleſſed Abraham thc, Ava Abr ham gant bims tithes of all. 
Adde vrto thefewords tharwhich the Apoſtle obſeruech 
Heb, 3. where heproucth twothings: firſt che grearnetle 
of Chriſts prieſthood abouethel euitics}] zthis hee pro- 
veth beranſe Melchiſedeeb did bletſe Abrabers, for with- 
outall doubt as che _ Then) = 
proueth notonelicthe greatrietfs; burtheperpetoal] 

vitcchaungeable cftate of Chriſts prie{ttovd ; _— s 
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CHAP. 4. a 
differed alo from the prieſthood of Lexy. This he 
uethin CAfelcbiſedech, and by him in Chriſt, becauſe Lewy 
in Abrabam, payed tithes toChriftin Aſeich/ſedech, for 


(ith the Apoltle) beere men that thr receine tithes, but Verict. 


there hee receineth them of whow it is witneſſed that bee 
lizerb, Out of theſe words wee draw theſe 0bſeruations. 
Firſt, that vnder the lawe of nature, tithes were tobee 
payed tothe prieſt of the moſt high GOD, for theſe 
—_ are expreſly delivered that CMelcbiſedech was 
prieſt ofthe molt high God, and that Abrabam gaue him 
tithes of all. Secondly, that this praRtiſe of the Patriarks 
is commended by the Apoſtle in the new Teſtament, 
which ſheweth that it is nowill-worſhip deuiſed bychem, 
but warrantedfrom God : therefore wee conclude, it was 
vndoubcedly ordained by God, albeit the time and firſt 
inſtitution hereof be notexactly declared. Yetthatitwas 
ordained of Godit appearethas well by that which wee 
haue ſaid, becauſe that right which frum the beginning 
God hath in every mans goods, is declared by che pra- 
Qiſc of the Patriarksto betithes : asallo becauſe Levit. 27 
it isſayd, tithesarethe Lords, holietothe Lord, which 
words arenot Leuiticall or ceremonial, as heereafter ſhal 
appeare, but declare, thattiches were the Lords alwaies, 
and that the Lord even trom the beginning hath thus 
declared what parthee hath in cuerie mans goods. And 
vpon this-ground and reaſon the patriarks payedtiches 
before the lawe. Thirdlie, wenote that ordinarily the 
pric{thood ( beforethe law giuen) was annexed tothe el- 
deſt of the houſe. the firſt borne, as heere to Melebiſedech, 
which is thoughtto be Sem , the eldeſtſonne of Noadb, as 
Lyra noteth, and the yeares agree : For Sem being an 
hundred yeares old, begat Arphexad, two yeares afterthe 
floud, andliued after that, 5oo, yeares, Geneſir 21, 11. the 
ende of which 500, yeares, falleth in the 50. yeare of 
Tſaac his age, tenne yeares beforethe birth of /aceb and 
Efaw, The Lord afterward tooke the Levites to his (er- 
uice, inplace ofthe firſt borne, Num. 8. 16. thisordina- 
rie courſe was ſometimes broken, and the birth right 
C went 
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| went from the eldeſt.co another, yet thus'mnuchwas al- 


wayes without chaunge, the Pric{thood did follow the 
birth-right,andrithesthe prieſthood, 

Fourthly, Lewy payeth tithes in Abribam, whereby it 
appearcth that to pay tithes is notaceremonie: for if t 
were, then ſhould not.Lexy bee noted heerefor payin 
tithes. That thing cannot be a Levitical wramamrs ey 
is cantrarie ta the Leuiticall ordinances : but that Lewy 
ſhould paytirhesiscontrarytothe Leuiticallordinances, 
which ordaine that tithes ſhould be payedto Lewy. Nuw 
becauſcit isagainſt the ceremonies of tbe Law, that Lewy 
ſhould paytiches,therefore when Lewy paycthrithes, hee 

yethrhem not as a ceremony of thelaw. 

Fiftly, weobſerue that beforethelaw tithes were pay- 
edtoChriſt, ſo faith the Apoſtle, Heb. 7. 8. Hrere men 
that die receime titbes , but there be receineth them, of whom 
it 14 witneſſed that be liwerh, In which wordsthe Apoltle 
prooueth that in Melchiſedech Chriſt received tithes, 
Now if tithes were payed to Chriſt before the Law, what 
realon may be brought why they (houl:l notlikewile bee 
payed vnto Chriſt after the law ceaſed ? Againe, riches 
payedto Melchiſedech are heere brought by the Apollle, 
as a reaſon to prooue the perpetuitie of Chrilts prieſt» 
hood, thereforetithes mult bee payed as long as Chrilts 
prieſthoud Randeth, 

Letthe reafon ofthe Apoltebe conſidered : : men that 
die receine tithes heere , the Leuiticall tithes are but fora 
time,but when Zevy himſclfe payeth tithes ( as beforethe 
law it was, and aſter the Jaw it mult be) then arcthey gi- 
ventohimof whom it is witnelſedthatheeliueth, Then 
from theſe words of the Apoltlethereisadifference oh- 
ſerved, betweentithesas payed to Lewy, andasto Chriſt: 
asto Lexy they ftood for Ley histime, but tiches dic not 
with Zewy.: for theyareſtillto be payed to himofwhum 
itis witneſſed thatheliueth, 

Sixtly, hencewevnderltand themannerandreaſon of 
p2yingtithesto Lewy, for tithes arethe Lords, asarighe 
mncucrjc mans goods fromthe beginning to the end ol 
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theworld, All tithes arvthe-Lordy; holietothe Lords 
L-wit, 25.30. he gauethem for atimeto Ley, ſolong as 
Lexy ſhould ſerue the tabernacle and nolonger ,'w 
Lemyceaſedto miniltet at the Altar:then tithes ceaſed to 
bedueto Lewy, buttithesthen ceaſed not toberthe Lords, 
for as they were his before the law ; ſo they ſtand hisfor 
euer z becauſe the Lord can neuerlboſethat righewhich at 
the begmning hehadin the goods of everieman. 

Seauenthlie, whereasa queſtion; may be moued, whe- 
ther the ciches which Abrabem is laid heere to paic to 
Melchiſedech , were riches of the poyles ( as (ome think 
they were) or of his owne goods : Ithinketheopinion 
and reaſonof the moſt judicious interpretor is heere to 
be followedzthat Abram payedtithes,not of theſpoiles, 
bur cf'tis owne- goods, becauſe: Abrabew would nut 
praQtiſe his 1beralitie ef other mens goods, but of. his 
one Andinithe text it isfaid, that Abrabew hadliftvp 
his hand to the moſt high God pollefſor of heauen and 
earth, that hee wovld not takeſo muchaza thread ora 
ſhoelatchet of that which was taken,which he yeelded to 
the king of Sodom, prouidingonelyto Aer, Eſcal{; and 
Awnrechcir portions. Itisthentmorethen p ethat 
hc payednotithesofthe! ſpoiles , ſeeirig he would riot ac- 
countanypartthereof hisowne, 

Eighthie, if Abraham payed tithes to HMelchiſedech of 
his ownegeods.thequeflion may bee moned,whathes be 
payed them yoertly or no Aur 15 indirect 
wordy wee haye rivaunſwere, andti1 ewet way bet 
content 10 bee ignorant wherethe ſcriprure teachethnot, 
butin probabilitie it feemeth hee payed yeerclic, becatiſe 
they werp yeerchie payetivader tht 4aw; far:tithes were 
not firſt4bſttured ro bepaycdinderihelawy butbefore, 
andthe fame'reuſon wasbetore, whirc vhdterthelaw, 
for the prieſt, t6 whom (as Lyra ſpeakihgfrom thiſe 


ſcriptures, (ajth tithes were due before:the law) wagno 
lefſe yerrelie tobee honoured then afterward ;,and they 
who:liued bcefose the law Had as njuch resſoargo fhew 
theitgratitudeand bbedience to Gud;dratterward, ms 
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ther couldthe liſtanceof plate be any hinderancein this 
matter, for 4brahem dwelt at Hebron ouer againſt Sodom, 
and Melrhiſedech ar Salem, which in the tudgetnent of /o- 
_=_ is Hierufalemy both inthe Tribe of Fuds, not farre 
under. | 
Ninthlie, whereas againſt rhis, it may be obieRted out 
ofthe words ofthe Apblttc H-6. 7. 4. that 45rabam gaue 
tithes to Meſchiſedech iu T&y ergobivicor,' which ſome of 
late tranſhateſpoiles : I aunſwere, rhis Yeuile is tov late, 
for it was not {o vnderſtood in former times .. Jerome 
tranflaterhit, Deprecipms. The wordiignifeththe beſt 
'of a mans goods : thereie no ſignificktion of ſpoylesin 
it, Formens s beinglaid in heaps, the tops, asthe 
beſt,of eachheap;T# apa wor 5 were offered to GOD, 
Thatoffcring was called axgov;1ov: ſo the wordYorh ex» 
preliethat which the ſcriptureobſcructh of fbe/ his ofte- 
ring.For heoffcred ex promegenitss > pirgwefſammnegthe belt; 
wherefore foie tranſlate it deprecipnufome de primitins: 
the Syrian tranſlation hath, Abraham gane tithes and 
Gridfeuits. /Sdorus calleth it decimar (ubſtantic, follows 
ing the force, and:ptaper fignification of theword : no 
menmion of (poyles; ( tenets Alexandrinu' TgoTgenT. v- 
{ing the ſame word; exhorteth a belecuer toframe him an 
«xgodimovto God: can any manvnderſtand heereſpoyles? 
They whothinkechatthis ward (ignifieth ſpoyles, bring 
this onclyplacerto proucit: whiththiog Randechagiin(t 
reaſon. Forifinallantiquitie noplace butthisonely,can 
bebrought, wherein this word:lagnifieth ſpoyles: iewere 
more reaſon ro ynderftand thewoed heere agrecableto 
all vtherplaces.,, thento deujſe a newlignificationheere, 
whichis found no:-wheraelſa, eſpecially when there ignv 
acceſſivietwwnderſtandiet, feeingetbe wordidoth fignie 
henofach thing/biurdeclarerhonelyrtbat 4brebum gauc 
obchebeſtof hitgodds to God,asdid Abe! 
"'Tenthly; admit that the word (ighific ſpoyles (which 
thing canneuerbeproucd ) andrhat, threbamgaue tithes 
ofthe fpoyles : yerthis is ſo farre from ceofling che right 
oftiches; thatratherir confirmeth all more _ Forif 
Tit! g .} Abrabam 
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Abraham gave tithes ofthe ſpoyles , much more did hee 
vic to doe the (ame in his owne goods. The expreſle 


words ofthe Apoltle can hardly be eluded. For firlt hee: 
ſich. co him gaue Abrebew the tiches of all things : and 


Teyſov, he thar faith of all things, meaneth not anclieche 
{poyles. The whole courſe of che Apoltles ſpeech pro- 


ueth no lelſe. For how can a mans conceipt be ſatisfied. 


with thetiches of the ſpoyles onelic 2 conlideringthe A- 
poltle ſpeaketh ſo much of Abreheaw his payingrithes, 
infiltingſo lung in it , drawing an argument of ſuch 
weighttromit : hee whoſe kindred is not counted among 
them, receiued tithes of Abrabaw verſe 6, beere men this 
de receine tithes, but there hee rec:ineth them of whom thc. 
v:1ſe 8. Leuy alſs which receineth tithes, payed ruther in 

Abraham, verſe 9. If there were no other tithes giuen 
by Abraham to HMetcbiſedech, butof thule (poyles on- 
lie, why is this compared with Leuiticall tithes, which 

were payed yeerely 2 would the Apoſtle vie this manner 
of ſpeech of one onely ation, valcile it ſhewed the come 
monvſeand practiſe how tithes were then payedto the 

priclh, as by coaunon vie and praftiſe they were after- 
watd puyed to the Levites, By this then it appeareth out 
of the tory af HMelciiſed:oh,that rithes wereandareto 

bee payed: ro-Chrilt alwayes, alwell afreras beforethe 

hw. | 

. Let vs.conliderthe next reſtimonie wee findein orie 

beforerhe law : the next is Geweſu 28. where /acobyowerh 

to pay:rithes of all that God will give-hem, the words. 
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arcthele : Thru lacob vowed a vor, ſaying, If Gedwill keep Gon, us 


wee mm this turn ywhich } goe , and willgine mee bread to 10 


eatc,andclothes to put on, (o that I come againe to my fathers 
houſe in(afetie, then ſhallthe Lard he my God. Andthis ſhone 
which / haze ſes 9 a5 # piller, ſball be Gods houſe : and of ul{ 
that which thow ſhalt gre me, 1 witl gine the tenth to thee, 
Our of theſe wordes it appeareth ehat it was the generall 
opinion of che godlie before the law giuen, that tithes 
ought to be giuento6God:for ocherwile Fecob did oftend, 
vnletlc: hee knew that this thing pleaſed GOD);-.as be- 
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ing appointed by him. 
But becauſe Ab»lenſis out of this place would proue 
tithes not to belong to the law of nature, that matter 
would bee examined : hisrcaſon is, becauſe /acobyowed 
tiches ;nowa vow, faith he, is not ofthoſerhings which 
belongro the law of nature. But Abw/ex/is himſclfe per 
ceiuingthat this propoſition is nottruegenerally,trameth 
an obietion againft himſclte , that by remouing the ob- 
ietion he might the betterſcttle that which hetakethto 
bee thetruth : his obietion is , that a man may vow that 
which belongeth tothe law of nature zas not rocommir 
adulcery, whichobieftion heanſ{wereth thus: a manmay 
aot vow luch things with condition, but abſolutely, Now 
faith he,/«cob vowed tithes with condition, theretforethey 
arenotſuch things as are contained inthe law of nature, 
Bellarmines words are much more peremprorie: /npium 
fuiſſet vonere decimas, ſi abſolute fuiſſet ebligatus eas ſoluere, 
Theſe wordes indeed beingexamined by the popiſh doc- 
trine of vowes, may ſtand asa gloſs fitenough tor a cor- 
ruprtext: but being examined by thetruthouf God, they 
ſhall finde no place to ſtand in, Firit , where Abalenfer 
faith, a man may not vowathing belongingtorhe law 
of natureconditionally,it appeareth to betalſe, becauſo 
as himſelfe yeeldeth, a man mey vow not to commit 
adultery, ſo hee mult yeeldthat a man maie likewiſe vow 
to honour his parents, if God will prolong theirliues, 
this is condirionall and no leſſclawtullthenthe other,and 
he that mak&th itzzan keepe ie only conditionally,ſo long 
as God willſutterhis parentsro live, if they die, heisfreed 
fromthe poſſibilicie of performing his vow : ſo hee that 
voweth tithes,can vow them nootherway, but conditio» 
nally,if God will blefle him with goods as /acobdoth, for 
if he have nothing, he is freed from the poslibilitie of per- 
forming hisvow. Other obietons of Abslen/# ſhall bee 
anſwered in theirplace. 
h the obieQion bee anfweared, yet ſamewhat 
may happelie ſtick inthe mindeof the Reader, and we as 
ſeckingatruth, would calt all 6bieions without faupu- 
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ring, for I proteſt, I have ſo captiued my ſenſes to the 
» that againſt the knowen truth I dare not ſlirre, 
therefore I will freelie open what 1 can. To thatobieRi» 
on, thatno morall thing may be yowed, becauſewe are 
bound without a vow to performe ſuch things: thisans 
{were may (tand, that albeitwe be bound without avow to 
fuch things, yet it is lawfull crovow them , that wemay 
be ſtirred vp with more exact care and zcaleto ſuch du» 
ties, as notonelie God hath bound vs, bur wee alſo binde 
our ſelves. Now that it-is Jawfullto binde our (elues to 
thoſe duties, wheretoGod bindeth vs, it appeareth by 
the commended practiſe of the godly at alltimes. The 
people were bound to erue the Lordinthe time of Aſa, 
no l[ctle then at other times, yetthey made acouenant 
and (ware toſcruethe Lord, 2. Chron. x;.12.14. Daxid 
was bound without an oath or vow , to keepe the righte- 
ous judgements ofthe Lord, yet hee bound himſelte by 
an oath : / hawe ſworne and will performe it ," to keepe thy 
righteous indgements, Pſalme 119, 106, And whereas Da« 
wd(peakethſo often of paying his vowes vntothe Lord, 
thething vowedandto be payed is morall. P/alme 50 14, 
Offer to God pruyſe, and pay thy vowes ts the moſt high, Pſal, 
$6. 12. Thy vawer are vpon me, O Gol, I will render praiſt 
to thee. for thou haſt d:linered my ſoule from death, irc. And 
albcitthings ceremoniall might be vowed vnder the law, 
yer no otherwiſe but as they drew to ſome moral[duerie. 
And therefore when the people in vuwing thingscere- 
moniall did ſo ſtick in the ceremonie, thatthey looked 
no farther, then arcluch vowes reprooucd, and they are 
taught, thatthe vowes which pleale Gad, are obedience, 
a contrite heart, and ſuch like. This which I havefaid 
will aunſwere another obieRion, If tithes were alwayes 
the Lordes , wee cannotvowthem, for a vow mult bee 
of a thing that is ours. /acob then vowingtithes, ſhewerh 
that they were not alwayes the Lordes, theaun{were is 
plaineout ofthat which hath beene (aid. lt is lawfullto 
vow vnto the Lord that which is not ours, but his. For 


thing is morethe Lords, and elle ours, then ouro: 
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bedience, yet we yow it, binding ourſclues by a new pro- 
miſeto that whereunto the Lord hath bound vs by du- 
tie. And therfore as Daw:ddid yow to performethatobe- 
dience to GOD, which otherwiſe was bound to 
do without a vow : {0 /aceb Joth heer vow to paic tithes, 
thoughtithes bee the Lord is right. When this obedience 
commeth from a willing mnde, it is acceptable: now a 
vow ſeructh to ſhewareſolued and willing minde. Ha- 
uing done with the obieRions againſt this place, let vs 
gather henceſuch obſeruations as may confirmeourpur* 
ole. 

i Firſt, it is evident hence, that [acob did notaccount 
tithes any part of the iudicials, becauſe no part of the iu- 
dicials were to bee offered in avow tu the Lord, but ey- 
ther things morrall were vowed , or ceremoniall as they 
lead mento morall obedience. Thereaſon is,vowes were 
a part of Gods ſeruice, and iudicials belonged not to the 
ſeruiceof God, butwere of things common, andfor the 
ciuill gouernment of men. 

Secondly, it muſt bee conſidered thatthe thing where- 
in [ac#bryow (tandeth principally, isin theſe words, thes 
fone which [ haxe ſet vp as apillar , ſhallbee GO Ds houſe. 
Some interpretourstakethisto be the place where Abra- 
ham offered !/aac, Lyra (aith, that all interpretours take 
it generally for that place where Ieruſalem ſtood after- 
ward. {acob (aying it ſhould bee the houſe of God, lignifi- 
eth it ſhould bee as a temple where God ſhould bee wor- 
ſhipped, now vntothe houſe of God he ioynethtithes, 

Thirdly, if thereforethe queſtion be movuued,in what 
forttheſetithes were payed which archeere vowed, whe- 
ther asthings given immediatelie to God, as were facriti- 
ces, or vowed to God, that is tothe prieſt ofthe moſt 
high God ;I would gladlie learne of otherin ſuch que- 
ſtions: butin the meanetime,vnrtil I can learn a better an- 
fvere, Ithink it beſt ro vnderſtand the manner of [acobs 
paying tithes, by the pratiſcof his grandfather Abraham, 
who payed themtotheprieft of the moſt high God. And 
therefore 7ecob after that example vowing to pay tithes, 
may 
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may beſt be ynderſtoodto pay tothem the priclt, 

Thus far having ſpoken of the time beforethelaw, fo 
far foorth as ſcripture ſpeaketh of tithes : before we come 
to the time vr.der thelaw, letvsconlider how heathen 
men, hauingnot the knowledge of the law of God, but 
onclie directed by a glimps of the light of nature, did 
iudge that tithes were to bee payed tu fuch gods asthey 
worſhipped: wherein howſoever they were corrupr, yet 
inthat corruption may be (eeneſome ſparks cf thelight 
of nature before the law, I will not bring all , but onelie 
of manyteſtimonies will ſhew a few, whercby a man maie 
iudge of therclt, and vndcritand how this queltiun hath 
been conceiued cuen among the heathen. 


{rw king of Perſia when he had vuercome the Ly- Heredor, 
dians, offcred the tithes of all to /aprrer, Among the Ro- Cho. 


mans the cultome was ancient of offering tithes to their 


gods.Cam{lnr vowed tithes tothe goddelle called Aſater Pluran, 
AMatnta, in calc heeſhould cuercome the Verans. Aﬀter Cami. 


the viRtory in liew of thetenth,a cup of Gold was fentto 
Delphi, weighingeight talents, as P/ntarch witneilerhin 


the ſame place, lt is reported of L«callns that hee grew Plut.Lu- 
rich becauſc he obſeruedthevie of paying tithes to Her- cullo, 


exler, For that this was an ancient cultome among the 
Romanes, Macrebiusproueth outut YVarro, who writeth 


that it was the common cullome awong the auncients, 31bjh.li.y 
Uonere decimam Herenli, Dioderus Siculns opening the cap.z, 


reaſon of that cultome faith, that when Hercules was 
friendly entertained by Potitizc and Pinarinshe promiſed 
a happy life to ſuch as ſhould offer him thetithes of all 
their goods, which practiſe he ſaithremainedin Rome til 
his time : mw/ts enim Romanorum non ſoli mediecricenſn, 
ſed qui ditifſimi ſunt habiti, decrmas Hereuls vonernnt, poit- 
eag; fortunatiore: fatti bona ſua ad quatuor talentorum mit 
lis Hereul: [acrarunt. In which place hee reporteth the 
ſame of Lucel/us, which after him Plutarch obſerued. 


Xenephon witneilerh that others vicd to pay tithesto 4- M\v.3, 


pol/o, Neither was this thing obſerued onely among the 
cuill nations, but cuen ſo farastheſenſe of manhoode 
D reached 
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reached it was ſpread alſo among the barbarous people. 
Pliny writing ofthe Sabeans and e/Ethiopiaens, (ayth that 
in the ſpices, which thoſe countries yeeld abundantlie,the 
marchants may not meddlewith anie, before the Prieſts 
hauelaid out the tenth totheir Gods. And (which one 
generall teſtimonie may (tand in place of many particu- 
lars) Feſtus ſaith: Decima queque vereres dys ſuis frebant 
Which vſebeingſo generalamong all nativns,doth ſhew, 
that euen from Noabit was diſpearſed among all people z 
though much corruptin them, yet bearing mitſelfe eui- 
dent lignes that it came from the incorrupt light of na- 
ture beforethelaw giuen. For what other reaſon can bee 
giuen why ſuch an apparant reſemblance of Gods truth, 
ſhould bee kept and diſpearſed(o faramong all nations ? 
And heereupon, I take it, Franciſcus [nn departing 
fromtheiudgement of other learned men whom other- 
wiſe hereuerenceth, was moued toſay thus much, Decime 
inre omni poſt bominun memoriam deo fuernnt /acre, What 
isthat, iwre omn+? but aſwell written inthe conſciencesof 
naturall men, fortified by priuiledges of princes, as ex- 
preſlely declaredin the word of God, Thus hauing decla- 
red (ofarreas wee can learne, how tithes ſtood befurethe 
law,let vs conſider the ſame in thetimeof the law. 
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How tithes flood vnder the Law . Where it « prov- 
wed that then this conſlitution of Tithes was nei- 
ther ceremomeall nor indiciall, but moryall. 


5s His being firſt out of controver- 
J ſie, that o_ all that cime be- 
© tweenethelaw firſt giuen, andla(t 
29 abrogated, tithes wereto be pay- 
ed to the Leuits by the comman- 
dement of God: the firſt queſti- 
on maicbee, whether tithes had 
A their firſt inſtitution & beginning 

in the law. We anſwere ſhortly, tithes were not firlt inſtitu- 

tedin the law, but long before, even from the beginning. 

What then was inſticutedin thelaw? All that which con- 
cerning tithes was inſtituted in the law, was, that tithes 
ſhould be aſſigned tothe Leuits ſo long as they ſerved the 
Tabernacle: this will appeareif wee conſiderthe firſt and 

molt principal places, wherin tithes are mentioned inthe 
law.T efrſbis Lenit.27 Thewords aretheſe. All tithes of Leu.z7.z0 
the land both of the ſerde of the ground , and of the fruit of the 
trees is the Lordes : it ts boly unto the Lord. Emerice tithe of 
bullecke and ſveepe , cc, Thisis the firſt placethat ſpeak- 
ethoftithes : in which words there isneither inſtitutiun 

nor aſhgnation, but a ſimple declaration of the Lords 

right. Adde heereunto the next place, Behold Ihawegs yy i; 
wen the children of Leny all the tenth of 1ſ#aell for an inhe= 
ritance , for their ſernice which they ſerne in the Tabernacle 
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of the ( ongregation, Theſe two places are firſt in order, 
and principall :yatowhichwee muſt refer all that which 
inthe lawis (ſpoken of tithes : che firſt teſtimonic decla- 
reth the Lords right, the ſecond ſheweth that our of his 
ownerightthe Lord aſlignethchem to Lewy, [hae gin-n 
them to the children of Leuy, It containeth the end, and 
condition ofthea(signation: for the Lord afsignethuthes 
to Lewy, onely for the time of their ſeruice atthe Taber- 
nacle, for their ſernice which they ſerue, &c, 

By this we may diſtinguiſh what is Leuiticall, and what 
is perpetuall intithes. This propolition, all tithes arethe 
Lords, isno way Leuiticall, but containeth a perpetuall 
eruth, Thatwhich is Leuiticallinthis point, ([tanderhin 
twothings, which we may call the Leuiticall aſsignation, 
and the Leuiticall inſtitution of tithes ; for theſe word<es, / 

ine all tithes tothe Lemites, for the ſernice which they ſerue 
at the Tabernacl:, doe containe the afsignation oftithes, 
forall tithes being the Lords, he doth heere aſsignecthem 
ouer to the Leuires for atime, during theſeruice of the 
Tabernacle. Tis aſsignation we grauntto be Leuiticall, 
and to indure onely ſo long as Lexy ſhall ſerucattheta- 
bernacle, that (eruice once ended, tithes ſhall no more be 
Leay hisright,but tithes ſhall bethe Lords, 

The Leuiticall in(ticution of tithes, is contayned in 
the commandements of paying tithes to L-#y, aswhere 
itisſaid, thou ſhalt bringthy eithes to the Leuites, the 
Leuitethouſhaltnot forſake&c, Wherewe (eethe com» 
mandement for payingtithes to Ley preſuppoleth the 
Leuiricall aſsignation, the aſsignation preſuppoleththe 
p<rp.tuall right of tithes tobelongtothe Lord. If the 
grounds were graunted, the queſtion were at an end, but 
becauſe there will bee queſtion made of theſe grounds, 
let them be examined , to trye whether they beſutfhcient 
to hold vpthatbuilding which is to be laid ypon them. 

The fir{t js this, that chis propoſition, all tithes are 
the Lords, holy to the Lord:isnot Leuiticall, this will 
thus appeare. If all tithes werethe Lords, holieto him 
beforethe Leuiticall miniſtericinſtituted,, thea they are 
not 
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not Leviticall : bat ir is true and certaine that all tiches 
were the Lords before the inſtitution of the Leuiticall 
miniſtcry : therefore certainely they are not Leviticall, 
the propoſition iseurdent, forchatcannot be called Leui- 
ticall , which was beforethe inſtitution et the Leuiticall 
order:theatlumption is no Jeflerrue, becaule riches were 
the Lords, holy to bin aſwell before as vnderchelaw, for 
ifthe Lord hath alwayesa right in cucrie mans goods, if 
thisrighe was declaredtobse tithes , by the praiſe ufthe 
Patriarks , it that practiſe dooth ſhew thar even thc a in 
their cimes tiches were the Lords, holieto kun: it mult 
needes bee confel{cd that tithes werethe Lords betore the 
Leuiticall conſtitutions, Now inthat by the godly Patri- 
arks tithes were paved to the Lord, is confirmed that 
tithes werealway cs the Lords :: and by chat which. heere 
is ſaid, all tithes are the Lords, is declared by what wat» 
rancthe Patriarks payedtithes, this is{ufficientto prove, 
that tithes were not inſtituted fi: it inthe law. It may bee 
obiced,char albeit tithes,benot Leuitical, as beinginvſe 
long before the L-vitical order, yet they inay be ceremg- 
nial:for ſome Cercmonies were m v(e betorc the Levitical 
Ceremonies:to thisreſeruingatartheraunliweretiltanon, 
firſt, weſay that tiches are Ceremoinall nootherwiſe,then 
asthey are Leuiricall, andthisI ſuppole, that mea which 
attend ro this queſtion will not deuie mee: It cherebee 
any Ccremonic mn tiches, it is a Leuiticall Ceremony. This 
thing is graunted by Abu/enſir, and all thathaue carried 
this quettion againſt vs, andche common voyceagainlt 
vs is,thattithcs are Leuitical Ceremonies.Il aske no more,, 
the re(t will tollow, tor if tithes, havenoother Ceremo- 
niethenthat which is a Leviticall Ceremonie,then before 
the Leuiricall order in(tituted, tithes had noCeremonie 
inthemat all: and after that order abrogated , tithes rc- 
maining {t:]|, haueinchem no Ceremony. 

Now thus much wee willingly yeeld, that all Ceremo- 
nies may not properlie bee called Leviticall,as ſacrificing, 
andthe Ceremoniesthat werein vſe before the Leuiticall 
order, but thole Ceremonies which were ordained = 
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and for the Leuiticall order ( as many were) maic proper- 
ly be called Leuitical Ceremonies,ſo that if tithes haue no 
Ceremony but Leuiticall, ſurely then before the Leuites, 
they had no Ceremonyat all. To cleare theſe things the 
beteer,leauing no doubt yntouched,letvs compare tithes 
and ſacrifices together , whereby it may appcare whar is 
the difference betweene tithes , and ſuch Ceremonies as 
were in vie before the law, 

Sacrifices were in vic before the law , and in thelaw 
certaine particular ordinances for the manner of (acrifti- 
cing are commaunded, thoſe particular ordinances may 
bee called Leuiricall butſacrihcing itlelfe isnot :lotithes 
were inviebeforethe law, and certaine particular ordi- 
nances of payingrithes to the Leuites commanded in the 
law , which particular conſtitutions wee call Leviticall, 
Thus far ſacrifices and tithes agree: hecreit will beeob- 
iefted rhat Tithes were Ceremonics betorethelaw, aſwell 
as ſacrifices, The aunſwere is in marking the trueditte- 
rences betweene ſacrifices and tithes, which difterences 
will ſhew the one to be a Ceremonie, the other none. The 
differences are fiſt in the proprietie,ſecondlie, inthe end 
of both. Firſt, cheproprietie of ſacrifices and tithes con- 
ſidered, this difference appeareth between them: the pro- 
prietic and rightin tithes, is alwayes the Lords, andnot 
mans. Now albeit ſacrifices arethen rhe Lords,when they 
are once offered to him, yer till thattime man haththe 
propricticandrightin thething which heſacrificeth : bue 
intichesman hath noright,becauſle al tithes arethe lords, 
Then in ſacrificing man ſantificth of his owneto God, 
which before offering is his owne,, and if hee ſhould nor 
offer it , remaineth his owne {till : but in paying tithes 
man giuethnothing of his owne to God, but onelieren- 
dreth to God that which alwayes was his right: in nor 
ſacrificing godlinesis violated , in not paying tithesnot 
onely godlines is broken, but juſticealſo.Now a ceremo- 
nie (tandeth notin paying to God that whichis his, but 
in giuvingtoGodthat whichis thine owne. Fur example, 
if thou giue to God, honour, praile, and glorie: here isno 
Cercmonie, 


CHAP. ;- Io 


Ceremonie, thou giueſt tohicv chat which wasever his 
right: bur when men by carnall races did make ligne to 
God of their faith and obedience,then they gaue him that 
which wastheir owne in (ignification of other things. 

The ſecond diffcrencets, inthe end of both, theend 
of ſacrificing was to {ignifie the great ſacrifice vpon the 
crolle forthe ſins vftheworld , & therefore it was a Ceres 
monie, becauſe ir wasa carnalltype of that holy ſacrifice, 
therefore to remaine onely vntill that ſacrihce be exhibi- 
ted. Andinaword, the endot all Ceremonies wastolig- 
nificſomerhing : butthe cnd of tithes , isthe honouror 
maintenance uvtthe miniſterie at allrimes. I ſay, not one» 
ly the honor ofthe Leuitcs , but ofthe miniſters of Chriſt 
alwayes.and therefore toremaine ſo long asthat miniſte- 
rieſhall ſtand. Andthatchis was the true end thereof, it 
appeareth: 

Firſt , becauſe tithes were payedto the prieſts before 
the law.Secondly, becauſe they were particularlyas{1gned 
to the prieſts and Leuites vnder the law. Thirdly , be- 
cauſe by the fathers, ſucceeding the Apoltles, ( as heere- 
afrer it ſhall bce opened) they were challenged ta the 
Church, as Gods ordinance, for the maintenanceofthe 
minilterie,and by che conſent of all Chrittians yeelded (o. 
If this bee not the end of tithes, let any man ſhew and 
proouetovsanother end of them : if this betheir end,e- 
ven an honourable maintenance of the miniſterie, then 
certainely tithes are no ceremonies, becauſethe end of a 
ceremonieisonelyto fignifie ſomething, and it harhno 
other end orvſe. Whereby as we haue the apparant diffe- 
rences betweene tithes and ſacrifices, ſhewing plainly the 
one to bee ceremoniall, the other not: (o wee hagethis 
truth no leſſecleered, thatthis propolition, Alltithes are 
the Lords, containeth no Leuiticall Ceremony, but a per- 
petuall crutch. 

Forthe farther manifeſtation of this point, it nault bee 
conlidered,that ypon this ground(al tithes are che Lords) 
the Leviticall aſsignation reſteth: for whereas firlt the 
Lord makeihit manifeſt, that alltithes are his, andafter- 
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ward afsigneth them to Zexy,' it is declaredthat hecrein 
he doth wrong no man,for he giueth thatto Lezy, which 
by a4 p96 right and propricticis hisvwne, no man hath 
right or proprictie in the tithes of his owne goods, but 
as eucrieman hath a proprietie inthereſt of his goods, (0 
haththe Lord in tithes. Then this right whichthe Lord 
hath4a tithes, nonecan challenge from him, for other 
wiſe ſomeman mighechus ſurmiſe, Iam wronged if my 
goods betaken from meand giuento Lexy.Inthelewords 
there is a ſecret aunſwere ro all {uch ſurmiſes , tithes are 
none of thy goods, thou haft no nightin them at all, all 
tithesarethe Lords, And that thisis che erue meaning of 
theſewords, it may appeare, if wee compare them with 
other places which ſoundlike this,but cannot thus be ex- 
pounded. It isfaid that, A/lthe beaſts of the forre/t are the 
Lords, and the cattell upon a thouſand hilt. Pſal.50 the earth 
ts the Lords and all that therein ts, Pſal,24., buttheſethings 
areſaidto be the Lords in anotherſenſ(e, then tirhes are, 
I remember wel that ſentence anJrule of Hulary, that he 
who readeth ſcriptures as he ought,muſtnot bring a ſence 
to the words, bur fetch theſencefrom cthewords, and not 
compell the Scripture to ſpeakeas hee in preiudice con- 
ceiueth. If 1 breakethis rule, itisof ignorance,notof wil- 
fulneſle, & I will willingly take a rebuke, if I faile herein, 
eſpecially from ſuch aswill both reproueandteach mee. 
Thingsare ſaid to bethe Lords in diuerſe ſenſes, When 
theearth is ſaidto beethe Lords, and(uch like; weevn- 
derſtandthat theſe things arethe Lords, in two reſpeRs. 
Firſt , in reſpe of a ductieall creatures are the Lords, 
becauſe hee isthe creator, for cuery thing created oweth 
aduetierothecreator, as to the great Lordtowhom all 
things owetheir homage, albeit euill and corrupt men 
vnderſtandnotthis, andtherefore are farre from this du- 
tifull obedience : yet they ſhould in regard of this dutig , 
ſettheſeruice of God: before all things whatſocuer , be- 
cauſe hee iscreatour of all,this reaſon the Prophettouch- 
eth where heſaith , the earth is the Lord: : tor (faith hee ) 
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Secondly, all creatures areſaidto bethe Lordsalſo, in 
reſpe ofthat power whereby heruleth all : euillandoor- 
rupt men,though not vnderſ{tandingthe ſame, and being 
farrefrom yeelding their dutifull obedience tothe Lord, 
are yetſubic vnto this his power, for heedireReth cue» 
ric thing to hisproper cnd, in thisreſpeRt the Prophet 
ſaith : Hee doth what/ocmer pleaſeth him in beanen and in 
earth, P ſal. 135. And in theſe reſpefts weevnderſtand 
thoſe Scriptures that ſay , the carth andthe creatures are 
the Lords , alwell becauſe all things created owe aduetie 
to him, and as it were their homage, as alſo becauſe all 
things created, arc gouerned by his power and proui- 
dence. 

Bur when tithes arc ſaid to bee the Lords, this is inre- 
ſpc ofa proprietie and immediate right, thathe hathin 
tithes, for otherwiſe why ſhould the Lord (ay thattithes 
are his, more thenthe other 9. parts? for in thoſeformer 
reſpcAsthe 9. partsarehis, cuen asthe earthis his, &c. 

This then declareth an immediate righe and proprietie 
thatthe Lerd hath in tiches, diftin& from the reſpeRs 
of ductie, power and providence, in which reſpects all 
thereſtis his. And that the words force vs, andnot wee 
themto this ſenſe: it may farther appeare by thewordes 
following, which doeexpoundthe place, and puts itour 
of doubttulnefſe. Alltithes are the Lords bly to the Lord: 
Thele words ( hely to the Lord) doc interpret the former, 
and ſhew in what ſenſe tithes are the Lords, not onelic 
inreſpe& of a generall duety, or inreſpeR of hispower, 
buteucn in thisſenſe, becauſe the proprietic and imme» 
diate rightto tithes is not in man, but in God onely, for 
that which is holy tv the Lord, is ſeparate from wan. and 
mansvſe, inf uch things man hath norighte at all, there- 
foreif a man keepe tithes fromthe Lord, it muſt be con- 
felled that this is vſurpation and facriledge. Mcrcouer, 
wee note the manner of theſe words. It is not (aidthou 
ſhalt pay all tithes tothe Lord, for ſuch a precept might 
argue aninſtitution of tithes : but it is ſaid, all tithes are 


the Lords, which words doe not exprelle any new inſti- 
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tution, but declare an auncient right which was begun 
long before thelaw, 

Itis fartherto be conlidered, that albeittiches were ak 
wayes due to God, yet the beginning of this right was not 
alwayes the ſame , but diucrſe, For before the law wee 
find no exprellce inſtitution of tithes, albeit the practiſe 
of the Patriarches, doe ſhew full warrant. Ie ſeemcth chen 
that before the law, tithes were accounteed the lands from 
the deuorion and vowxes of the godly, who were warran* 
ted by thelaw and lightof nature, to conſecrate the ſame 
toGod, And thus were they allo conſecrated vnto Gad 
by the deuotion and vowesof Chriſtians after the abros+ 
gation of the L-uiticall law. But all the time of the Le- 
viticall law, they {tood not as things which man did 
conſecrateto God, but as things which Go4 did ſeparate 
ro himſelfe. Tithes then before the law of Moſes be- 
ing things conſecrated by man to God, and (ſtandingfo 
in the Church of Chriſtians , they being incuitably an 
execration vpon all ſuch as turne them from the the vie 
of their conſecration, For , whatfocuer is by man con- 
ſecratedto God, is Santtum Santtorum, and can neuer bee 
redeemed againe: L-wit. 27. 28. Againewhatſoecuer isſo 
conſecrateto God, is for euer after execrableforman to 
touch, Andthis is the meaning ofthe word 21 which is 
vied Lewir. 27.28, And Jonas 6. 17. which word contai- 
neth both conſecration to GOD and execration vpon 
man, As by theconferenceof thoſe two places dotheui- 
dently appeare, Whereby is declared that whatſocuer is 
thus conſecrated to God, is anexecrable thing for man 
tovſe. Now tithes being both before the Leuiticall law 
inſtituted,andaftertheſame abrogated, conſecrate vnto 
God by the deuotion of godly people, doe of neceſsitie 
bring thisexecration vpon allthat turne themfrom their 
conſecration. 

Then the generall ordinaunceof tithes was not inſti- 
tuted in the law, butlong before yeeldedtoGod by the 
godliefromthelightof nacure: asappeareth both by the 
praftiſcof the gudly in former times, and by theſewords 
declaring 
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declaringthe ground of that praQtiſe, which ground is 
the immediate right which the Larde hath alwayes in 
tithes. For if the former praQtiſe, and that which wee have 
obſcrued of theſe words, Alltithes arethe Lords, becom- 
pared together, it is cuident that the Lord did not then 
begin to have a right in tithes when the law was giuen. 
Thisrightis thr inthe law, but onely declared, 
whereupon it followeththat this is a right perpetual, for 
wecall that perpetual whereof no beginning can be ſhew- 
ed, but the vſethereof proved from the beginning, There» 
forewe concludethat this propoſition , A// rithes ave the 
Lord, holy totbe Lord, containcth a perpetuall truth,and 
nu Leuitical] Ceremonie, 

To confeilerherruth I finde my (elfe in writing this 
which I knuwe manie are readicto gaincſay , fo afteRted 
asthey who fortifiean hold againlf the enemics, where 
the wallis weakeſt or loweſt , there the greateſt force of 
the enemies isſet to make a breach , ſol tnde thatweare 
now as it were in that breach, and if I canfortihe this 
onepecce ſoasto putthe aduerſaries out of hopeof en- 
trance heere, I ſhall be at more caſefor therelt : for euery 
man will graunt mee that tithes weredue before the law, 
and vnder the law afsigned to the Leuitcs: but how the 
perpetuall right is proucd, or how this right may appeare 
allumed againe after the abrogation of the law, this is 
that whereat molt ſticke,this is that which I mult fortifee. 
To that therefore which alrcadie wee haueſpoken adde 
that which the Apoſtle faith in the Epiſtle to the Hee» 
brewer, tor hee hath (o fortified the matter that I knowe 
not what may bee broughtagainlt him, in thoſe words, 
Heb. 7. 8. Heere men that die recrine tithes, but there bee re+ 
ceineth them , of whom it ts witneſſed that hee lineth : who 
is hee cf whom it is witneſſed that hee liueth ? It is 
ſpokenthere of Melchiſedech , but it isverified inChrilt , 
CHMelcbiſedech heere is broughtintonoother end, but as 
atypeof Chriſt, to ſhew howtheſe things ſpoken of the 
tipe, are moſt truc in the bodie Chriſt Ieſus: for there 
the Apoſtle proucth the greatneſſeof Chrilts _ 

E 2 an 


and the perpetuitic ofthe fame; ſo thattheſethings heere 
ſpoken of chetype, are Yeclaredto bevyerified eſpecially & 
principally in Chriſt: then albeit AZe/chiſedech bein ſome 
ſortwitnelledtoliue, becauſe there is (ilence of his death, 
yetthisis eſpeciallyand principally erue in Chriſt: then 
when the Apoltleſlaich, That beere he receineth tithes who is 
witneſſed toline,his meaning is thattithes are payed inthe 
prieſthood of Chrilt , not onelicin the Lewiticallprieſt- 
hood, Heer men that die receme tithes but there he receineth 
them of whom 1t is witneſſed that he liveth where wee have 
ancuidentdiſtinion between the Leuiticall afſignation, 
andthe perpetuall right of tithes. Hecre men that die re- 
ceine tithes there is the Leuiticall alſignation,which was to 
have an ende: but there hee recereeth them, of whom it is 
witneſſed that he lixeth, inthelewords the perpetuallright 
oftithes is contained, which is witne(Tedto follow Chrifhs 
prieſthood, and thereforencuer to haue an end, butto 
ſtand to the end of the world with his pricſthood. This 
beingthe plaineandeuidentlenſe of chisplace, wee hope 
this _ is fortified, Then if tithes arcto bee payed to 
himthatliueth for euer, they are cucrto be payed :ſothat 
beforethelaw, and after the law they are payed tohim 
that liucth for cuer. Vnder the law they were by Chriſt 
alsigned to Lewy ; that alsignation, and as we may (ofaie, 
that leaſe being expired, they returne againinto his right 
of whom it u witneſſeth thar he lineth, 

This being prooued the other grounds follow with 
much facilitie,as annexedco this : for that tithes arealsig- 
nedfrom the Lord tothe Leuites , for the ſeruice of the 
Tabernacle & nolonger then that ſeruice isto continue, 
it is cuident bythe words of the aſsignation, [ haue ginen 
ro the children of L:uy all the tenth of Iſracll, for their ſer- 
wice which they ſerue in the Tabernacle of the ( ongregation, 
thereforethatſeruicebeing abrogated, this aſsignation is 
void : butthis remaineth true (till, A//rirhes are the Lords, 
becauſe by the aſsignation made to Zewy the Lords right 
cannot beetaken away: then the LeuiticallCeremonieis 
onely inthe aſsignation,andthe commandement of pay- 


me 


wv, q0q0c 9 0 


Q WW 4:4 ow »I, 


= 


TW oO FL HH OW HH o&©& = W 1 


CHAP. $«d |} Is 


ingtithes to che Leqites:dependerh wholly vponcheals 

ſignition:which-may fofar bee acknowledged ecremoni- 
all, as itis Leuitical],and nofarcher, | 

Now this we yeeld butby the way of improper ſpecch, 
granting tchartothe aduerſary ex abundent:, which other- 
wiſe hee could noeproue; for to ſpeake properly and cx- 
atly, tithes were never Ceremoniall in any ſenle; for e- 
ucnthat aſsignation of tithes ro Z-«y is not properly Ce- 
remonial, but tempararie, forit hath nu Ceremany init, 
becauſe heere is nocarnalltype ofa holy thing, tor tithes 
toſpeake properly, areno more carnall in the Leuiticall, 
then in the Euangelicall minifterie: no mure holychings 
inthe miniſterynow, then chey wereamong the Leuires : 
neicher was the end of cithes then to (ignitieanie thing, 
butto bee an hanorable maintenance among the Leuits: 
albeit thenin exact ſpeech, nothingia tithes is Ceremoni» 
all, yetſpeaking improperly wee yeeld rhisaſsignationto 
be Ceremonial. Andthus I would be vnderſtood,when- 
ſocuerin thisqueltion | yeeld that in tithes ſomewhat is 
Ceremoniall. | 
Thus ſtood tithes in the-Church of Ifacll, wherein 

the Lord toprouoke godlie princes and people not to 
deale ſparingly with the Church, hath letra monument 
whichto men might be an cxarppleof bounty, that they 
which hopefora large increaſe of (pirituallthings, may 
nor ſowe their cemporall thiogs ſparingly, for beſides 
tithes, firſt fruits, and off:rings, there was afvigned inthe 
churchof Iſrae[ tothe Leuiticall minjſterie, as much land, 
asthe portion of the greate(t tribe cameto, it the deſcrip- 


tion of Hi-reow decems vs not. For Hrerom deſcribing piorom., 
theland of Iſracll, ſaith the length from Dan to Beerſe- ad Darda» 
ba is 160, miles, the breadth from Ioppeto Bethleem 46, 2ua. 


miles: the Leuites portion of land was 48. Cities, Nu, 
357+ cutrie Citie had in ſuburbs 2000, cubites from 
thewallround. Num. 35. 5. which according to Hizroms 
deſcription of the whole land, willaffoorda large por- 
tion fur a Tribe. Thus wee (ce how tithes ſtood vnder 
the law , not as a matter then inuented, but as an aun- 
E 3 cient: 


Whether 


tithes be 


CHAP.z. 
cient ordinance, a perpetualltruth praftiſed long before 


the law,and in che law renewed forthe honourable main- 
renance of them who then were appointed tothe (eruice 
of God. 

Som have deviſedto trouble this queſtion with doubts, 
butthey runveryinconltantly, ſometimes one way ſom- 
timesquitecontrary, which argueth either want of (ince- 
riticor ofattention tu the queſtion, for ſometimes they 
will aytithes ate Ceremonies : ſometimes they laic they 
are iudicials , now theſe bee ſo contraric opinions, that 
bothcannotberrue. It wereenough for mee, toſctchem 
againlt themſclues,for one of thele opinions doth necel- 
{arily ouerthrowthe other, and both arevuerthrowne by 
thetrath, we mult then ſeuerally examine theſe opinions. 

Firlt, whether tithes be Ceremoniall. Secondly , whe- 
ther chey bee iudiciall. To knowe whether tithes be Ceres» 


ceremoni- moniall ( that wee may adde more proofestorhat which 


wec haue ſaid in this point) it ſeemeth necdefull toſer 
downe the definition of a Leuiticall ceremonie , which 
may bedefined thus: ACeremonieis acarnall type of an 
holie thing, which for the ſeruice of the Tabernacle is 
inioyned onelyyntillthetime of reformation. By an holy 
thing inchis definition, wee vnderſtandan Euangelicall 
truth, by the time of reformation we vnderſtand, the firſt 
comming and full appearance of our Lord Iefus Chriſt, 
All che parcels of chis definition are confirmed by the 
Apoſtle, Heb.g. thatitis a carnall type of an holything, 
itisproued, verſe 10, where they are called carnall rites, 
and verſe 23. they arc ſaid to bce fimilictudes of holy or 
heauenly things, that ſirch Ceremonies were for the (er- 
uice ofthe tabernacle, he ſheweth ver/e 2. where fir(t hee 
deſcribeth thetabernacle,and preſently ioyneth the Cere- 
monies as belongingto it, and againe, ver/e 8. and 21.0 
chat allthoſe Ceremonies hadreſpct to thetabernacle, 
and that they were ordained to indure vnely vntill the 
time of reformation, it is deliuercd in exprelle words, 
ver. 10. 

It may be obiefed, that albcit all theſe thing bee ex- 
prelled 
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preſſed in the Apoitie his words ;:yet his meaning main 
be notro define aCeremeny;butto deſcribe diuerſe kinds 
of Ceremonies , asnamely ,that of Ceremonies ſomeare 
carnall types, other forthelcruice of the tabernacle , 0- 
thers to indure vatill thetime of reformation, &c. wee 
anſwerefor our purpoſeall is one, whether it bee grann+ 
ted that rhis a definition , or a diuilion of Ceremonies: 
ifirbeadefinition , tiehes mult agreeto this definition, 
orel(ſe it can notbe Ceremonial: it it be adivilion of Ce- 
remonies, thentithes mult agree to ſome part of it, other- 
wile they can'bee no Ceremonies, but wee ſay that tithes 
neither agree tothe whole, nor toany parrthereof, for 
they are neither carnall, noreypes, norcarnalltypesof 
holy things,nor for theſeruice of the tabernacle, nor in- 
ioyned toindurconelievntill chetime of reformation : if 
no part heereof agree with tithes, how is it poſliblethis 
thing ſhould be a Ceremonie, let vs then examine the 
arcels, 

Firſt, tithes arenot carnyall, for carnall in the Apoſtle 
his ſenſe, is not taken for euery worldly thing, bur for 
ſuch aworldly and rude element, or as the Apoltlecal+ 
Iethit,Ga/ 4.9. ſuchan impotent and beggerly rudiment 
as ſerued for the inſticution of the rude and ignorane 
people of the Tewes , hauing no ſuch vſe among Chriſti. 
ans: buttithes (crucd not for inſtitution of the lewes, for 
they did ecach nothing , and yet they haueamongChri- 
ſtanstheſamevle, which then they had : for they ſcrued 
then, asnow alfo they doe, for honour and maintenance 
of them who teach the people. 1s ir poſsible that this 
thing ſhould bee a Leuirical|Ceremonie, which haththe 
ſame vic among Chriſtians, which it hadinI(racl[? Far» 
thcr,tithes are notypes, for a typewas in(ticuted forno 
other vſc, but ro (igntfie an holy thing in Chriſt or his 
kingdoine, but tithes were not inſtituted for this viero 
lignifie any thing in Chriſt or his kingdome, therefore 
notypes : thisappeareth plainely, becauſetithesareatrer 
Chriſt, as they were before, the honourable maintenance 


of the miniſteric alwayes , therefore they (ignified no 
more 
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more thennow they doe, bur as they were, ſo they ſtand 
ſtill, orifuniethinkethar tithes were in(lituted onelieto 
lignifiefomething , let that thing once be ſhewed. Now 
ifehey be neither carnall, nor types, how can they becar. 
nallrypes,and by conſequence they are notcarnall rypes 
of holy things, butthey are thoſe holy chingsthem(clues, 
for to pay tithes lincerely to the miniſters of Chriſt, is 
anholyrhing, andthis is enoughto proue it no Ceremo- 
nie, fornoCeremonieis of it (cle an holiething: butthat 
this ts, it is apparant, becauſe now inthetime of the gol- 
pellcheſamevle of this thing is retained, when all Cere- 
moniesare abrogated , neither were tithes inſtiruted for 
che ſeruice of the. Tabernacle. I ſpeake heere of the or- 
dinance of tithcs, not of the Leuiticall aſsignation:which 
alsignation 1 graunt was inſtituted for the (eruice of the 
Tabernacle:but the queſtion of tithes in generall, is much 
differing from this alsigoation , for tithes were before the 
law , this aſsignation was not, tiches are in vſe afterthe 
lawended, thisis not, thereforethere is as much diffe- 
rence berweene tithesin generall and this aſsignation, as 
betweenethings perpetuall andtemporary. 

Laſt ofall, it is cuident, thattithes were notinioyned 
ynril the time of reformation, for they arc in vic afterthat 
time, thereforewereaſon thus;No Leuiticall Ceremonie 
may beallowedtoremain in theChurch any longerthen 
vntillthetime of reformation, but tithes are, and haue 
beene by all godlic allowed to remaine in the Church 
afrer chetime of reformation: therefore tithes areno ſuch 
Ceremonies,the aſſumption isin the manifeſt knowledge 
andconſciences of all men : the propoſition is provued 
out of thewords of the Apoſtle, where hedeſcribeth Ce- 
remonics in theſewords, Hebrewes 9.10. Carnalriteswhich 
were intoywed vntillthe time of reformation, If choſecarnall 
rites were inioyned vntill the time of reformation , then 
marifeſtlic it followeth that theſe carnal) rites were to 
be aboliſhed at thetime of reformation, and are nottobe 
retained in the Church after that time : hcere then of 


ewo things we mult choole one, cyther to ay, tithes are 
no 
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no ecremony , or to'charge the Church of Chriſtians of 
impiety inthe higheſt degree, for appointingrtithes for 
the maintenance of minilters,and ſo retaining a ceremo- 
nieinthe Church after the time of reformation, againſt 
the expreſle doQtrine ofthe Apollle. 

But now conlider what anſwere is thought by ſometo 
be ſuthcient. This for ſooth, that tithes are vicd now in 
the time of the goſpell, notas a ceremenie, but asano- 
other thing:they were vnder the law (ſay they) ceremo- 
nies,but now they ceaſe ro bee, and are retained as (ome 
other thing : letthem bee as what youliſt, thisisno ſuf- 
hcicnt anſwer tothat which [ haue ſaid, And to ſhew the 
weakenes heereof ( becauſe in this aunſwere 1s placed all 
the hope ofthem who hold tithes ceremonies)let vs take 
alictlepaines with it, forthe inualidity of this poore ſhife 
being manifeſted, we may gowith morecaſe through the 
reſt, If this were a ſufficient anſweretoſay we vnderitand 
tithes now not asa ceremonie, then ſurely nothingina- 
ny diſputation can be proved, and becauſe this matter 
reacheth fartherthen at the firſt ſhow it ſeemerh, it ſhall 

not beevnprofitable by the way of a ſhort digreſlion, to 
ſpeike in generall of inſufficient anſwering, that is , of 
vnexact diltinguiſhing : where the truth isonely ſoughe 
out without heat or contention, therethe diſtinction of 
the anſwerwill hew itſelfeſo quicke, as that itdoth nor 
onely an{werthe Sophiſme, bur alfo carrieth force and 
power in it{elfe to ouerthrow the contrary falſhood, but 
where the diſtintion hath notthislifein it , there it dif- 
crieth itſelfe to bee,not asarmour of defence as itſhould 
be;but unely, as that ſodaine helpe, whichthe man in 
daunger of drowning catcheth after : for ao 
anſwere which ſcructh for the common hac 
ſchooles : v: YHm ett materialitby , mou formaluer . let it 
be allowed for aſufficient anſwer ,and what can bee con» 
cluded ? That the abſurdity heereof may more plainelic 
appeare,l will recite certaine examples. 

Thomas Aqumas concludeth,that concupiſencewhich 1.2.9. 8; 
palſeth the bonds of reaſon isagainſt nature. Dominiens at. 3.429.1. 
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Soto not confenting to.7bewas., and yet beingunwillin 
to (tand againſt himin contradition;chinketh this aſut- 
ficient an{were :that which Thom laith istruc, Ratione 
forme, (ed non ratione materie , nemratione materia ( (: aith 
Soto) concupi/centiaillaeſt naturalu.CMartin Lather rnade 
this obicRion againſt Indulgences, Indulgences areſaide 
to remit penaunces,but penaunces are good workes, ſuch 
as Faſting, Almes, Prayer and thelike : therefore Indul- 
gencesarenut good but pernicious, ſeeing they hinder 
men from good workes, Bellarmin thinketh it ſufficient 
roanſwerethus;Indulgences remit penauncesnotasthey 
are good workes, row quatenns ſunt bona opera, but as a- 
nother thing, as if hee ſhould ſaie, verumeſ# materialiter, 
nou formaliter,. Tult as theſe men diſtinguiſh in aCeremo- 
nie,tithesare now rerained not as a ceremonie, but asan- 
otherthing, 

If this kinde of anfwere runne for currant, who ſeeth 
notthatthis blinde diltinRion is at hand ready againſt 
any truth though never ſo well concluded? for whena 
man hath concluded, that to drinke till a man be drunk 
isalin, ſome will finde out this diſtinRion, itisa linne 
materialiter, ſed non'formaliter : for I 'vſe it. faith hee, Non 
guatex:,not as drunkenneſſe,butas anuther thing, And 
why may not another frame the ſame diſtinQtion for 
whoredome, eſpeciallic if hee maic a[leadge the aduiſe 
of ſome Phylitions which hold ſuch ohyſicke needefull 
for his body. And ſo in other things I would knowe how 
a man can cunclude again(t che Ebiomires, if this kinde of 
aunſwering bee receiued for good? they receive circum» 
cilion with the Goſpell : how will you diſproouethem ? 
if youvrgerthoſe words of the Apoſtle, /f you bee circum- 
ciſed Cbriſt profpteth you nothing + MAIC NOt they aunſwere 
the Apollic, verum et formaliter, non materialiter, Wee 
retainecircumcilion not formallic, non quatenus, notasa 
ſacrament, butasanotherthing, If this were nothing elſe 
but tu mocke the Apoſtles diuinitie; why ſhould any bee 
ſo muchouerſecen, astothinkethisdiſtintion may ſtand 
againſt vs, whichinthelikecaſe cannot ſtandagainſt the 
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Apoſtle ? Therefore it is not enough: to bringatiſtino- 
tion, but che parts thereof ſhould bee' confirmed out of 
the principlesofthat profeſsion, wherein the diſputation 
is: if the diſputation be in Logicke or Philoſophie, then 
the parts ofthe diltinRtion to bee confirmed, outrof Lo- 
gicke or Philoſophie z if in Diyinitie, then out 'of the 
Scriptures, This (incerely praRtiſed wouldicut the (inewes 
of manyfriuolous contentions which are ſooften moued 
and repeated againe wirhout end. Thus much concer- 
ningtheidleandendletle humour of writing, which pro- 
ceedeth for the moſt part from inflncerrentcerts 
Now to returneto to former aunſwere of thoſe, who 
thinke they haveſaid enough, when they ſay thattithey 
arenot now eſtabliſhed in the Church as a Ceremonie, 
but as another thing, it is as if they ſhould ſay verum 
oft materialiter non formaliter.For the forme of a Ceremo- 
nie remaineth nor, yetthe matter, (ay they, remainerh. 
Which aunſwereas in ſome place may ſtand, ſo heereit 
cannot,vnleſle the parts of this diſtinftion be proued by 
ſcripture, which no man hath at anie time as yet proued, 
Forit ſhould be proued by (cripture that tithes werea Le- 
uiticall Ceremonie , and that the thing which once wasa 
Ceremonie, may be retained in theChurch of Chriſt, but 
wee haue ſhewed the contradioryro both, that tithes 
wereneuer a Ceremonie, by the deſcription of a Ceremo- 
nie, and that the thing which was a Ceremonie may not 
bee retained inthe Church of Chriſtians , becauſe it was 
inioyned onelyvnrtil the time of reformation :and there- 
forewee conclude, this anſwere is euerie way weake, and 
noſufficient exception againſt our cauſe. 

But for the later part thereof, it may bee thus objec- 
ted, ſomethings were Ceremonies which yetare, or may 
bee lawfullie retained among Chriſtians, asnot to ſowe a 
vineyard with diuers kindes of ſeedes znotto plow with 
an Oxe and an Alleznot to weare a garment of diuers 
ſorrs, aswolſen and linnen together, Dex#.22. I anſwere 
theſeſcriptures Dexr, 22. doe notſpeake of Ceremonies, 


but of iudicialls. Of this anſwere, arctheſcreaſons. 
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Firſt, throughout that Chapter he ſpeaketh of things iu- 
diciall, and in the Chapter next before, as alſo inthat 
which next followeth, hee declarerh precepes iudiciall of 
all ſorts, concerning matters of ſtate when they goe to 
warre,touching publike affaires,touching priuate, touch- 
ing husbandry,touchinga manscumely carying of him- 
ſelfe abroad andat home: For judicialls reach not one!y 
tothe greatatfaires of a ſtate, but euen to acomelyneſle 
in a ws and apparell; of which ciuill comelynelle 
theſe precepts areto bee vaderſtood,and in a cinill (tate 
well andexatly gouerned,to bereceived:forciuil come- 
linelle,and ancxad order is to beeſetled incuery part of 
the (tate. 
Another reaſon that theſe precepts are to bee ynder- 
ſtood of iudicialls, not of ceremonies is, becauſe theſe 
things cannotagree tu the deſcription ofa ceremony,out 
ofthe Apoſtles wordes, for neither were theſe carnall 
tipes of holythings,neicher were they inſtiruted for the 
ſeruice of the Tabernacle. Againe it can not bee (aide 
thata ccremonieis negatiue, as a precept may bee, for 
they are notſet downein negatiues, this thou ſhale not 
doe, but in afhrmatives in doing or viing: for a ceremo- 
nie 1spolitiuely to repreſent an holy thing, for which 
cauſe che Apoſtlecalleththem ayriTuna Thy aAwivav. 
Moreouer intheſe and ſuch like precepts we obſerue that 
albeic ſome ſignitication may wellbe drawne trom them, 
yetthatwill not ſufhce to proue them ceremonies : for 
from thatwhich is written Dew, 25. Thow ſhalt not muſ- 
ſell the mouth of the O xe that treadeth ont thy corne,The A« 
poſtle x.{57.9.9.draweth aligmification, and thereby a 
ſtrongreaſon for maintenance of ininifters,and yerl ſup- 
pole,no man willhould that precepr to bee ceremoniall, 
forit is iudiciall alrogerher, becauſe it is of things in 
common vſe,therefore cereainely wudiciall : cuen (0 are 
theſe precepss Dewr.22. to bee vnderſtood, Wherefore 
the contrary apparaunces beeingre moued, the truth of 


thisconclulionwill better appeare, tithesare no ceremo- 


nics, 
Now 
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Now asitis an ealie matter for any without' mach lear- 

ning to fay tithes were ceremonies , and to reſt there 
withoutreaſon,without diſcuſſing che manner and cauſe X 
thereof, ſo if any would entertudicioully into the care» 
full and conſcionable (earch heereof, and open vnto ys 
theſignificarion of thisceremonie, and ſhewvs the pro- 
per end and vſetherof,and proue with one ſound reaſon, 
thattithes were inſticuted tolignifie ſomething onely for | 
a time as all ceremonies were : I ſhould for my 
think my ſelfe much beholding co him,otherwiſe if fm 
ſhalt tell mea thouſand times itis a ceremonie, though 
this weretrue that thou ſaiſt, yer becauſe chou knoweſt 
notthe reaſon and groundthereof, to thee itis as anyn» 
truth. He who holdeth this a ceremony ,ought to bring 
an approued reaſon from the word, and-declare the true 
endand vic of checeremony, which will opea the lignift« 
cationthercot:till chatbe done, he that ſaith it is acere- 
monic {peakerth withoutvnderſtanding, 

Weſhall hauc [etlerrouble to diſproue the other opi- Tithes nor 
nion, which holdcth tiches iudicials, becauſe it is ho{- '*dicials. 
den with muchletle ſhew of reaſon : for to bee briefe 
heerein,wercaſon thus. No holy things are iudicials : but 
all tithes are holy things, therefore no tithes iudicials: 

The propolition of chis [yllogiſme is manifeſt by that 

diſtintion which mult be acknowledged between things 

ho!y .nd common:holy things are taken from common 

vic, which things are of two ſorts,cyther ſuch asthe Lord 

ſeparateth from common vſe astheſabboth. & leuiticall 

tithes and (uch like:orſuch as man ſeparateth from com- | 
mon vletothc Lord.of which thoſe words are Leurr. 27. | 
28. \Vothins [eparate ſrom commanvſethat a man doth ſepe- 

rate to the Lord of all that hee hath may bee ſold nor reate- 

med: and in the verle following, wy ſeperate from 

common vle arecxpounded, (eparate from man. Thus 


arc all holy things ſeparate from common vſe or from | 
man, bur all iudicials are of things in common vle, not ft | 
paratefrom man,thereforeno iudicials are holy chings,. 

' 


no haly things iudicials, 
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Bythiswhich we hauec (aid, thequeſtionT hope tsclea- 
'red which was mooued in the beginningof this chapter, 
how tithes {tood'vynder the law . It appeareththatchen 
they were not as Ceremonies, nor iudicials, but a perpe- 
tuall ordinanceandpart of the morall truth. Beforewee 
palle from thisplace, I would adde aword of the Anti- 
quitie of theſe two opinions which haue laſt refuted. 
The judgements of former agesis a great preſumption , 
and men of judgement will yery hardlie depart from an 
ancient opinion without great reaſons. Now asthe opi- 
nion which I ſeeketoconhrme isancient , and hath been 
held by the beſt learned in ctheChurch from the begin- 
ning till theſe late yeeres : ſo thoſe uther two opinions 
laſt{poken of, are both new, though the one ſomewhat 
elder then the other. Thattithes are Ceremonies, isan 0- 
pinion deuiſed about an hundred yeeres lince, not abou: 
the other, that tithes are iudicials isauncienter, for it was 
firſt deviſed by Alexander de Hales an Engliſh manthe 
father of (choole-divinitie , the firſt thatwrotevponthe 
ſentences, This Hale: died inthe yeere of Chrilt 1 2 5 0, 
ſaith oh» Bale.Theſame opinion is maintained by 70> 
mas Aquinas,ſchollerto Hales. Theſetheir chicfraines the 
ſchoole-men follow , and hence it is now a received opi- 
nion amongthem of the Church of Rome, that tithes 
arciudicials. But onething I wiſh to be obſerued,that af- 
ter the Pope had through corruption made tithes awaie 
from their proper Churches by impropriations,then for- 
ſooth toſalue this corruption, leaſt it might have beene 
thought open f(acriledge, theſe deuiſes were firſt inuen- 
ted. ThisI thoughtgoodto note, thatit may be knowen 
that this corrupt opinion of tithes came in with infinite 
corruptions and deprauations of the truth. 
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How Tithes ſtood in the time of the new 
Teſtament. 


: Etit bee examined in the next place, how 
tithes ſtood in the time of the new Teſta» 
ment.In this time we finde noexprefiemen- 
tion that tithes were payed, nor any expreſle 
proofe that they were not, burthere is great 
probabilitic that they werenot. Firſt, becauſe we findeno 
cxprels teſtimony forthem. Secondly, becauſe thatvſeof 
paying tithes,as the Church then ſtoo0d,was ſo incommo- 
dious and cumberſom thatit could not well be praQtiſed. 
And thercfore as. circumcilion was laid aſide for atime, 
whilſt Iſrael trauailed through the wilderneſs, not becauſe 
the people of right ought not then alſo to have vſed it, 
but becauſe ie was ſv incommodious for that eſtate and 
time of the Church, that it could not without great trou- 
ble bee praQiiſed : euen ſo the vie of tithes in thetime of 
Chrilt and his Apoſtles was laid aſide, not becauſe it 
oughtnot, bur becauſe it could not wichout greatincum- 
brance bee done. And as circumcilion was reſumed as 
ſoone as the eſtateofcheChurch could beareit : ſo tithes 
were recſtabliſhed as ſoon as the condition of the Church 
could ſufferit, fortithes can not well be payed, butwhere 


ſome whole ſtate or kingdome recciueth — 
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and wherethe magiſtrate doth fauourthe Church, which 
was notasthen. Now as ſoone as it can bee ſhewed that 
a Magiſtrate did fauour the Church, ſo ſoone will it alſo 
appearechartithes were eſtabliſhed. 

Thirdly , moreover tithes were payed to the pricſts 
and Leuitesin the tine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles: now 
the lewiſh ſynagogues muſt firſt bee buried, before theſe 
things could be orderly done: when the ſynagogue wat 
buryed,andthe eltarc of the Church could bearethe pra- 
Aiſe,then weretithes bruughtin vie into the Church. 

Fourthly,in the times of the new Teſtament and ſome- 
whatafter,there wasan extraordinary maintenance by 
acommunity of allthings, which ſupplied the want of 
tithes, bur this commuaity was extraordinary, and not 
to laſt alwaics : now as this extraordinary maintenance 
decayed,tithes being the ordinary maintenance of the 
miniltery grew in viſe againe, and if it ſhould ſo hap- 
pen, that the Church ſhould bee in the like caſe a- 
_ as then it was, then muſt paying of tithes ceaſe 
ortheſamereaſon,as thenirdid. And then might chat 
community bee reduced againe forrhat time, thar is, an 
extraordinary maintenance at an extraordinary time: 
butthis could not preiudice the right of the ordinarie 
maintenance, when fittime (cructh, Albeitthen that for 
theſercaſonstithes were not vicd de fafto in thetime of 
the new Teſtament, yet it appeareth that de iwre they 
oughtto haue beene payed, it ch: ſe incumbrances had 
not diſturved the conuenicnt practiſe therof: Har.23.23. 
Tonutith mint,and anniſc,and cummin, andlcaue the weigh= 
tier matters of the law,&c.theſe ought ye to haue done, and 
not to hae left the 6!her vndone, from which words ti- 
thing hath the approbation of Chriſt, as a ching that 
ought cobedone , there is an oppolitio between things 
of the ſame kinde, the greate(t morall things in mercy 
and iudgement,andthelcaſt moralithings in payingthe 


Hom. 11: Jeaſttithes. Thus Origen and other fathers vnderitand 


theſe words, as belongingnoleſſe to Chriſtians, then to 
lewes, Luke, 18, the proud Phariſce in his prayer faith, 
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T fait twiſcin the weeks, 1 gine tithes of all that ener; pf, 


| ſeſſe,wherewe findetithes accounted -morall, as faſting. 


Heb.7.8.the Apoſtle ſheweth from eAbrahams paying 
tithes to TMelchiſedech,that Chrilts prieſthoodis perpe- 
tuall, nor ſubietto change as was that of Lewy,which de- 
clareth thattithes follow that prieſthood which is perpe- 
euall. Briefly I reaſon thus,there is no prootethroughout 
allthe new Teſtament, for any other ordinary mainte- 
nance of the miniſtery:thereforetithesremaine (till the 
ordinary maintenance. 

But becauſethe Apoſtles timesare ſo much obieRed 
again(t ys forthe pretended competencie, wee mult ber- 
ter conlider theſe times ſo farre torth as they touch this 
maintenance.In the Apoſtles writingsther be twothings 
to be obſerucd concerningthispoinr. Firſt the examples 
of that maintenance which then was in vſe. Secondly, 
thereaſons and proofes which the Apoltles vie to moue 
the people to contribute: both theſethings ſtand againſt 
the pretended competency: for ifthe examples bee con» 
lidered, that which was done appeareth robee nothin 
elſe but almes. iftheproofes be weighed. they are fuck 
as preue another thing thenthat whichthen was praQti- 

ſed, andif they bewell examined they proue tithes due. 
Now the Apoltles reaſons are good and (trong, when as 
by ſuch proofes as indeed proue the ordinary mainte- 
nance due,hecalleth for ſome otherthing ofthe people, 
becauſetithes the ordinary maintenice could not in that 
eſtate of the Church well bee payed. If theſe things be 
examined in order, it will appeare farſt by the exam- 
ples and praQifeof that time, that thoſe contributions 
werenothing butalmes, forno man was compelled to 
giueany thing, but euery man gaue as he& was moued, 
It ſhall bee ſufficientof many to ſhew a few examples. 
The Apoſtleſpeakingot ſuch contributions,Ronaxe 15, 
26. 27.ſaith, /t hath pleaſed then of Macedonia and Achaia 
ro make a certaine diftribation,cc. By which words he defe 
cribeth an almes,andin the words following , where hee 
Gaith,/r pleaſed them, C+ their debrowrs are they: hee _ 
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eth this diſtribution was but almes, for ifit were giuen 
attheir pleaſure, and if they who receiuedit, were their 
debtours, ſurely it can bee nothing but almes, The 
circumltances of that ation proouec no lelle, for they 
of Macedonia and Achaia, as likewiſe they of Rome; 
werenot boundinany other dutic then meere charitie 
to maintaine choſe at Hierulalem. And as hecre wee 
finde that hee accompteth it ſo, even ſo hee calleth it in 
plainetearmes by the name of Almes, A.24.17 . After 
many yeeres I came and brought almes ta my natron, By 
this it may appeare that the Apoſtle accompted ſuch 
contributionsasthen were vſed in the Church, mcere 
Almes, 
ol.cap. Tertullian(peaking of this vie, which asit ſeemed con- 
' tinued to histime, ſaith thus: vauſquizgy ftipem quum ve- 
lit, & fi modo poſrit appenit, nam nemo compellitur ſed/ponte 
confert, Then from thevſe and praftiſe of the Apoſtles 
times nothing can bee prooued buralmes,and therefore 
this competent maintenance cannot bee drawen hence, 
firſt becauſe this competency by them who ſtrive tor it, 
is not meant almes: ſecondly becauſe they who hould 
this, doethinke that the people may bee compelled to 
contributeſomething, butrhis isdiretly againſt thevſe 
of the Apoſtles times, for no man was compelled, but 
that onely was taken whuch was willingly giuen. Third+ 
ly, becaulethey would hauc it atthe appointment oft the 
magiltrate, whichthing is notanſwerablero rhele crimes, 
This may ſufficeto proue that this competent mainte- 
nance doth not agree with the vie of theſe timeswhereof 
weeſpeake. 

This the Walden/er and ſome after them did fore- 
fee, and well ynderſtood, that if the practiſe of the A- 
= be vrgedinthis point,then alſuredly nothing can 

eclaimed butalmes. And cherefore they vrging that vſe 
didtruely thereupon concludethatthe miniſters mainre- 
nice muſt be alms: though they vrged thoſe times with» 
outreaſon,yetthatbeingonce graunted the other mult 

OW. 
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Now let vs conſider the reaſons which the Apoſtles 
vicin mouing theſe contriburions:theſe reaſons it a man 
conlider them aright, due reach farther then they are ap- 
plyed,andindeed doe conclude another thing,for ſeeing 
the contributionsthen praQtiſed werealmes, and the rea» 
ſons confirme a due maintenance, ſurely they confirme 
another thing then was praQtiſed at that time. For ex- 
ample, the rcaſons whereof wee haue ſpoken, 1. Cor. g, 
Who gotth 1s warfare at any time of his oxne coft'whoplane 
teth a vintyard andeateth not of the fruit thereof? or who fee= 
deth a flocks and cateth not of the milke ? Thele reaſons doe 
not ſomuch prouethat which then was in vie,as another 
thing. What that otherthing is, thatis heere in queſti- 
on: we lay tithes:other ſay,a competent maintenance, bur 
theſe reaſons prouethe ordinary maintenance of mini- 
ſters due, 

Now becauſe tithes,the ordinary maintenance, could 
not bee payd withour great incumbrance, the reaſons 
ſhew thatin place thereof for « time ſome other ching 
mult of right bee payed. So the - nos realoneth, x, 
Cor. 9.1 3.Doe you not know that they who miniſter about the 
boly thing 1,cate of the things of the temple,and they who waits 
at thealtar, are partakers of the altar ? So allo haththe 
Lord ordained thatthey who preach the Goſpell ſhould 
live ofthe Geſpell. 

This reaſon concludeth very ſtrongly for tithes, and 
for nothingellſe, for it mult be granted that the Apoſtles 
words concluding ſomething certainely,do rather com- 
clude that which was che ordinary maintenance coms 
monly receiued in the Church, thenthar which was ne- 
ver ip vſcin the Church, certainely not in thoſe times, 
Now tithes were ordinarily received in the Church, as 
the miniſters maintenance, butrthis competency as it is 
vrged, was never invſcin the Church,ſurely not in the 
Apoltolike times. Now itwere hard to ſay that the Apo- 
{Uereaſonerh for ſuch athing as was neuer in vie. 

Againe,the Apoſtle faich, the Lord hath ordained 
the miniſters maintenance, this ordinanceis not idini- 
G 2. auum 
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duwum vague, but foe certaine thing, beeing a part of 
gods worſhip. Now we canſay that tithes are the Lords 
certaine ordinance, but who isable tolay and prooue {o 
much for this competent maintenance? As ' the vie 
and praftiſe of the Apoſtles times, aſſuredly it was no 
perpetual ordinance of the Lord, but an extraordinary 
vicfor atime: wee (ſeeking the ordinary maintenance, 
and this being extraordinarie to mdure but fora ſhort 
time, ſhall neuer finde that which wee ſeeke in the vie 
and praQtiſe of thoſe times. Then whereas che Apoſtle 
faith,the Lord hath ordained that they who preach the 
goſpcll,ſhould liue of the goſpell;there muſt be ſome or- 
dinancc of the Lord ſhewed, but none can bee ſhewed, 
but eithertithes or the vie of the Apoſtolike times, ther- 
fore this ordinance muſt eyther bee tithes,or almes; but 
notalmes: forthisvſeof the Apoltles times were extra- 
ordinary, therefore the ordinary and perpetuall ordt- 
nance of the Lord for the miniſters maintenance, can be 
nothing elſe but tithes:and that the reaſons vſcd by the 
Apoſtledoe in truth confirme tirhes, albeitthey name 
nottithes,itisthe judgement of diuers fathers,as hecraf- 
ter may appeare, 

Now that which ſtandeth with beſt reaſon, with the 
perpetuall and ordinary praftiſe of the Church before 
and (inceChrilſts time,and hath the ful conſent and teſti- 
monie of the auncients,l prefer before that which ſtand- 
eth with no reaſon, was neuer vſedin the Church, and 
hath the teſtimony of no ancient father, 


the Apoſtles : wherein the point in queſtion is 
confirmed by the te/limony of fathers without 
contradiction, untill Antichriſt by vſurped 
authority diſordered the Church. 


a£ OW long that community of all 
 thingslaſted in the Church, which 
, beganinche Apoltlestimes, wecan- 
not preciſely derermine, but it (ce- 
meth to haue beene in ſome vie jn 
| Tertullianstime,for ſo hefaith,omnia 
NL IA\=x\ ſunt indiſcreta ud no; preter vxores, 
E#ſebixs Iabourcth to proue out of Philo, that the Chri- 
ſtians at Alexandria conuerted by Mark, had all things 
comon.Buttheteſtimony of Phi/s ſpeaketh of thoſewho 
were called E/ei,nut of Chriſtians: yetthatthis commu- 
nity waslong continued among Chriſtians, it is out of 
doubt.Somethink that /7banwsBiſhop of Rome An.223 
did make ſome mutation inthe the vie of this communi- 
tv,who firlt of al i-reportedto haue rerained lands to the 
Church vle, for whereas before we read Att,2. 34.44 many 
a4 were poſſe(ſors of Lands, ſold thi and brought the price to the 
Apoſtles: Afterward itwas thought expedientfor rhe per- 


How Tithes flood in the ages of the (hurch after- 
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_ reliefe of the Church, that ſuch lands ſhould not 

ſould,and the price giuen, but the lands themſclues 
ſhould begiuen torhe Church, Faſciculus temporum al- 
cribeth thisto Urbanurpredia capit eceleſiapoſſidere hnins 
(rrbant) temporegde quibis clericis &f notarys ſumptus tle- 
putabant qui geſta martyrum conſcripſerunt , antea vine- 
bant more Apottolico qui in attis Apoſtolorum [cribityr. 

Defend. Aſarſilimus Patanines (aith likewiſe, that rb: was the firft 

Patis, pr- thatpolleſſed landsand temporalties, yet it ſcemeth that 

a vie began before Urban histime, if Gratian cite trucly 
the words of Urbar, 

Albcitthere may beeſome queſtion of the authority 
ofthisreftimony, the credit a [ will never (ceke 
toſalue: yet becauſe in a matter of ſtory, it agreerh with 
other {tocies ofthat time, Ithinke it not amille for the 
tories ſaketoſetit downeas itis in Gratiav, and in the 

tat hit comeof councels. Yidentes auters ſummit ſacerdoter, 
es algarq;Lenitegcoc.thatis, the clicie Biſhops and 0- 

8.V idetcs. 6 y ag; T P 
« ther, and the Leuites or miniſters, and che reſt of the 
« faithfull perceiuing thatwhereas lands and inheritances 
«« were wontro beefold,and theprice giuento the Church, 
« it might bemore profitable itchoſe lands and inheritan- 
c ces themſelueswere giuen to the Churches that are go- 
i uerned by Biſhops, becaulethefaithfull that live in com» 
, Mon mighe better bee ſerued and much more conuent- 
« ently by the rents of ſuch lands,both forthe preſenttiane 
« and forthe time to come, then by the price in money: 
Marrici= « heereupon thoſe lands which before chey were acculto- 
bus eccle- ,, med to ſell, they begunne to beſtow vpon Cathedrall 
fs,  _. Churches,andtoliue oftherents, Now theſe Jands were 
” — « Withinthe P__ of every ſuch diocelles of the Bi- 
——_— 1-  ſhoppes who hold theplace ofthe Apollles, and fo the 
rechiarum ,, ſamelandsare,and for the time to come oughtro be.Out 
epiſcopo- . ofthele, the Biſhops being faichfull ſlewards heereof 
"um ,, oughtrominiſterall necellaries to them that defire to 
liuein common,ſothat among them none want,for theſe 
« things arethe oblations of thefaithfull, by theſe meanes 


« the cathedral churches gouerned by the Biſhops R_ 
. | $ 
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Gods helpehad ſuch increaſe, and fo many fo. welt pro-,, 


uided, that among them none that liveth in common ,, 
wanteth aiything,but receiucth all necctlaries fromthe ,, 
Biſhop and his miniſters.. Andthercforeif either now,or ,, 
heereaftcr any ſhall takethoſe lands, lethim bee accur-,, 
ſed,&c. 

Out of which teſtimonie, firſt it appeareth, that the 
community of things laſted in ſome ſort to this time; 
and therfore tithes a: e notſpoken cf ſo longasthiscom- 
munity was in v(e. It is alſo apparant by that which fol» 
lowed,that thisthing wasthe firſt occaſion that the com- 
munity ceaſcd,and thattiches came in vicagain. Second- 
ly,veobſerue that the lands and temporalties of Biſhops 
were not for this end, and vſe giuen them , that they 
ſhould keepe all to themſclues , but that they thence 
mighe comfort ſuch as wanted, cfpecially in the mini« 
ſtery. Thirdly, it appearcth plaine ſacriledge to take 
fuch lands and tempouralties away from the Biſhops and 
the Church. For firitthe lands were ſold and the-price 
given, afterward the lands were giuen, if it were in the 
choiſe of the giuers, whether they would giue the price 
in money, or in lands : Idemaund this queſtion, when 
they gaue the price in mony,was it not lacriledge to take 
it backe 2gaine,or any part therof?as Anauias and. Sephi- 
ra did, A*.15.1. Now iftit wereſuch ſacriledge to take 
backethe price, is not theſameto beerhoughe of the 
lands them(clues? for in this queltion what difference is 
berweenerthe lands,and rhe price of thoſe Jands 2 

Now wheras the queſtion may be moued concerning 
Abbey lands, which were giuen for ſuperſtitious vices: 
firſt che Ciuilians and Canonilts are agreed ypon the 
point:forthe Canoniſts hold that a cultome may make 
a law how erroneous ſocuer the beginningwas: the Ci- 
vilians indge that if a thing bee giuen to theChurch for 
vnlawfull v{es,thole vies mult bee altered, butthe thing 
remaine, Butnow admitting that an errour inthe be- 
ginning make a nullity in the gift from the beginning: 
yetweſay this toucheth not Biſhoprik lands at all, for 

G 4 who: 
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whoſoever is diligent in the ſtory of theChurch,will con- 

feile a great difference betweene lands giuen to Biſhop- 
riks,and to Abbeys: for Biſhoprick lands were giuen pre- 
ſently vpon the planting of Churches. And no ſtory 
can ſhew that ever there was a Church planted in the 
belt times , butcitherlands were committed to the go« 
uernment of Biſhops forthe vicof the Church, or elſe 
the price was brought to them, who then governed the 
Churches:but in Abbeylands the caſe was nothing like, 
for this indowmentof Abbeys with lands was of late, in 
the eume of ſuperſtition, broughtin vic,notvponthe cal- 
ling and planting, but ypon the corrupting of Churches, 
For which cauſe it mult bee confetled that cheſe two 
things,are not to heeſpoken of confuſedly,as if oneand 
the ſame caſe were in both,ſeeingtehey arefrom ſuch dif- 
fering beginnings,and for ſuch diftering ends. 

Thus muchthen may be drawne,I ſay not from Yrbe- 
ws his teſtimony, butfrom the praiſe ofthe Church 
inthe Apoſtlestimes, that whatſocuer was giuen to the 
\Church,there being noerrour or ſuperſtition inthegift, 
that of righe oughtto remaine to the Church, and to 
takethat away,isſacriledge, whatis ſacriledge if this bee 
not e 

Now as this doth maintaine the right of Biſhops 
temporalities tothe Church, becauſethat giftwas giuen 
to theChurchin the beginning wichout errour or (uper- 
ſtition: ſoit maintaineththeright of tithes, which haue 
beene giuen by the common conſentof Chriſtiansto 
the Church. It there were no other right ſauing this, 
thattithes haue beene dedicated ro the Church, andin 
that dedication therewas no errour or ſuperſtition, this 
wereenough to prouethattithes couldnot bee taken a- 
way,no morethen eAnerias and Saphyra might take a» 
way any part of that which they had vowed to the 
Church, But when we hauethis reaſon added to the ex- 
preſſewilof God, that all rithes arethe Lords, alwaics 
to bee giuento him, as wee haue ſhewed , heerein muſt 
nceds be double ſacriledge, and manifeſt impiety com- 
mitted 
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mitted, totakethat away froni God,which God and man; 
hath decreed ſhould be his. 4 311.8 luc? 
A learnedand godly miniſter of Scotland hath ſer 
foorth of late certaine ſermons again(t ſacriledge, yer 
not touching this queſtion oftithes in this ſort, but ra» 
ther declaring his opinion, that in-ſome caſes tiches' 
might be changed into another meancs of (uthciene pro- 
uition, if ſuch godly zeale were now among men, as 
was of old time, yet theſe caſes wherein this change 
may bee admitted, hee doth not open, but-as now the 
zeale of men (tandeth, heeisvtterly againſt che change. 
Butirfareth with him,as it muſt needs doe with all that 
lincerely write eyther againſt ſacriledge or for the main- 
tenance of miniſters:for let a man throughly touch theſe 
points, and will hee,nill hee, hee ſhall prove tithes due, 
as this man doth, though noe purpoling the ſame, for 
hee prooucth, that torake away any thing of that which 
is holy to God , is(acriledge. Now that tithes are cuer 
holy to God, wee haue proved, both dedicated to him 
by man,and auouched by himſelfe, ſorhat of all things 
than can beecalled holy in this ſenſe, norhing hath chat 
=_ beforetithes.If then ſacriledge bee inraking away 
oly things from God and his Church, it appeareth 
morein = awaytithes,then in any other thing what- 
ſocuer. Neither canſacriledge heerein be excuſed though 
men ſhould eſtabliſhſoumething in place of that holy 
thing taken away. 

Firſt , becauſe rhe changing of holy things is ſacri- 
ledge no lefle ( chough happely a letle kinde of facri- 
ledge)thentaking awayof the ſame. If Nabuchadnezzer 
hauing taking away the holy vellels outof the houle of 
the Lord, ſhouldin place thereof haue put ſome other : 
might his ſecriledge thereby beexcuſed? or Beltaſſar ta- 
king thevellels ofthe Lords houſe,and inthem banquet- 
tingwith his Lords andConcubines, if heſhould in (ſtead 
thereof haue placed other, could any iuſtifie his facri- 
ledgetherefore? no more can the taking away of tiches 


beeiuſtified, though ſomerhingin place thereof Rog 
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bee appeinted '/byimen,) Secondiy , againe albrie wee 
ſhould admit, that in fome things of the Charch this. 
might beedopte,yetthatircan berithes wee ytterly deny, 
vnlcilceit bee prooued that the change is made by the 
fame powerland authority by which tithes are made ho- 
ly to God: now: wee haue ſhewei{that not onely man did 
not make tithes holy co God and his Church, but the 
Lord himſelfe. 

Heerein then wee haue not ,onely the conſent of 
man, but the expreſſe approbation of God : ſothatif all 
the menof theworld ſhould agreeto change tithes, yer 

"this: would not make-it lawfull without expretſe war- 
rant from God, who hath apprepriatcd tithes to him- 
felte, andout of his owne right afſign:th them to the 
maintenance of che miniſtery. Thirdly, what reaſon 
ſhould move any mantothinke it ſacriledge, to take a- 
way lands giuen. to the Church, albeit giuen for ſuper- 
ſtitious vics; and yetthinkeitnofacriledge to take away 
or changetithes, which were not giuen for ſuperſtitious 
vies, but for maintenance of preaching ? For hee that 
alloweth ſome other proviſion in place oftithes, graun- 
teth, that to rake away tithes in Ge caſe, is not (acri- 
ledge: If the relticution of ſome prouition in place of 
tithes could ſaue the Sacriledge, why may not the Sa» 
criledge of men bee excuſed, who take away as much 
of the Church lands as are at the value of tenne thou» 
ſand pounds,and mathe placethercof giue renne pounds? 
Por whenany thing is taken away, that a thing of the 
fame value ſhould bee reftored, who canexpeR? and 
who fhall bee iudge? If then to giue ſome thing in 
place of that which is taken away , (alue it from the 
crime of Sacriledge, who ſeeth not to what a wret- 
ched eſtate the Church muſt needs bee brought? For 
may not all bee taken away, and ſomething bee giuen 
backe inplace thereof. and yet that ſorficthing bee as 

asnothing ? But they who admit that tiches may 
takenawayfrom the Church, doeit with this caution, 

fo that a ſufficient prouiſion bee left. Thisis a caftle - 
ene. 


CHAP... 27 


the aier, thatnever ſtoodonthe earth; For if weeſpeake 
of the ordinary maintenance of the preaching miniſtery, 
aſufhicient maintenance is nor, neither at any time hath 
beene without tithes, and inthis point theworldis not 
likeroalter, 

Then to ſpeake of a ſufficient maintenance without 

tithes,is but a conceitin the braines of ſome men, which 
neuer was brought into ation,never will bee: Ged allow- 
ing aſufticicnt maintenanceto the miniſlery, nameth it 
tithes. Now what ſtipend can man name that will ſup- 
ply the place of tuhes?I ſuppole it would much trouble 
the wiſeſt ronamea Qipend) that would be ſufficienc at all 
times: but tithes areſutficient at all times; huwſocuer the 
price ofthings riſe or fa}l,the miniſter hath his part with 
his peoplein all eſlatcs by tithes: which proportioning 
of the miniltcrs eſtare (making it able to an(were all e- 
ſtates alike, whether deare,or cheape) proceeding from 
thewiſdom of God, cannot bee bettered or matched by 
mans wiſedom.Were it not then much calicr to bring that 
ordinancein vie, which ſtandeth ſo agreeable with the 
lawe of God, & nature, andof godly kings: then to deuiſe 
ſtrange courſes, which never were in vie ; and being deuſ- 

ſed will neuer prooue ſufhcient ? But letysreturne to the 

vle of this time whereof we ſpeake. 

The vſe of giving lands to chicfe Churches, whether 
begun before rbar, or by him, fo much as inhimly> 
eth,heconfirmeth zprouiding that thoſe lands ſo giuen 
may bee retained tothevicot the Church. Such lands 
andpoſſlions were then giuen to the head Churches 
of cucry countrey, and cummitted to the Biſhops who 
goucrnedthoſe Churches, as tewiſe and faithtull ſte 
wards to husband the ſame,according to the necellities 
of the Church through their dioceſes. It grew after- 
wardin proccſle of tine ; that th.e Biſhops held thoſe 
lands for their proper vſc : but this was from a later 
v{c;thediſtribution of Church goods, being firſt broughe 
into fourc parts, and by little and little afterward (as 
authorityſo power to maintaine that authority) falling 
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neo the hand ofontman,: The former vſe was fo anci. 
ent, that it:js hard co: ferch che beginning thereof. In 
the time of /rban Origen lined: for Heirom (aith, that 
Origen was17. yeares old inthe tenth yeare of Sewers, 
mi died aboutthe; o.yeare of hisage. So heeliued long 
beforeand after thetime wherein Yrban fate in the Sea 
ot Rome, Inthistime(that order:of the Church, which 
before was held in the community of all things, decay- 
ing) tithes were accounted due, and called for. That 
thus they were accounted in-his time, it appeareth by 
theleteltimonies: Quomeds abandat inſtitianoftre pluſ 
quam Scribarum + Phariſeorum, [5 illi de fruttibus ter- 
r4 ſue euſtare non audent, priuſquam primitias ſaccrdati- 
bus efferant , & Lenitis decrme ſepareninr ; & ego mbil 
horam faciens, fruthibus terre ita abutar , vt (1cer do; ne- 
ſeiat, Lowuites. ignor *t dAininum altare nonſentiati where O- 
rigea for thefarcher manifeſtation of his meaning doth 
diſtinguiſh theſe tearmes, /ex, mandata , inftificationer, 
precepta, teſtimonia: but foraſmuch as ſerueth our pur- 
poſe, hee obſerueth that itis notwritten , hec eff lex de- 
cimarum, as'it is written of things ceremoniall: hec eff 
lexpaſcbe,lex eAzimorumlex circumciſion : where Ori- 
gen noteth thar this is a mark of a ceremony, for of ſuch 
it is ncuer written ſaith hee, hoc eff mandatum Paſche, 
but hee eft lex Paſche, cc, by which hee proucth that 
tiches are no ceremonies,and helayerh downe this poſi. 
tion,Chr/t ua nos redemit de maleditto legis, non de male® 
ditto mandatignec de maledifto tefbumony, ant indiciorum: 
which ſentence would bee fauourably expounded, as ta- 
king maledifizm for the obligation which did bring the 
curle withit: but I ſeeke not onely the iudgement of 
Origen for the pointin queſtion. Vpon theſe reaſons hee 
faith plainely,fanc ego legem ({peaking of the law where+ 
by tithes were payed) obſernari etiam ſecundum literam, 
freut & alianonnnullaneceſſariumpute, and againe non vi- 


| detwur buin/modianimababere memoriam Dei , nes cogita- 


re,nec credere quis Deus dederit fruttis quos cepit, quot 
ita recondit quaſi alienos « Deo : i enim a Deo fibi datos 
crederet,. 
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eredevet, ſeirer wiin,munerands Saceraoter, beonerare De- 
ww ds dat iy & mwneribus ſuistarthes he expoundeth that 
faying, CHat.23.theſe things ye ought to hane done, and 
not to haxe |: ft the orher undone; to bee a precepe no leſle 
for the vic of Chriſtians, then Iewes. Out of which teſti- 
monies weeſce plaincly whatOriges (whom FHierom ac- 
counteth the moſt learned of the _—_ elteemerh of 
tiches. Of diverſe things ſo expretlely affirmed by him, 
wemay eſpecially obſcruetwo, 

Firſt,chat 0rigen(who by Hieromer account was borne 
inthe yeare of Chrilt 188.) had recciued from his elders 
noother knowledge of this queltion,then this,that tithes 
arcdue among Chriſtians, 7 onI_ literam, as well as a» 
monglewes. 

Secondly, itis to bee obſerued, that as ſoone as wee 
firlt hear any thing ſpoken of this queſtion in thechurch 
we findthat tithes were not accounted ceremoniall, or 
hudiciall , but morall and perpetuall precepts for the 
Church. Now as Or:gen receiueth and reporteth the do- 
Arine of the Church before him, ſoimmediately ſuc- 
ccedingthe Apoltles,for berweenethe death of obn the 
Apoſtle, and Origen were but $4. yeares, (o that which 
Oren heer delivereth of tithes, was neuer crolledin the 
Church following, till Antichrilt oppretled all. Now this 
ſeemeth to mce, avery great preſuunprion forthe truth, 
if there wereno more, that a ſentence ſhould bee kept in 
the beſt times of the Church, ſo long vncontrolled, 
and never altered,till the miſt of ſuperſtition came in, 
which changed all things. But let vs conlider the reſt 


which follow. 


Next afrcr Origen followeth (yprian, who reprouing Cypriu 
Geminius Fauitinus jyyhom Geminns Viſtor had made 0+ cp.66. 


uerſcer of his wil, this hee ſharply rebukingas beeing a» 

ainſtche Can9: faith,that miniſters ( oras he tearmeth 
= by a wordin vſe in that age, Pre/byteri) haue no- 
thing to doe with ſecular affaires: but as the Levites had 
no other buſinelſe but roaattend on the Altar,ſo the Lord 
hadprouidedfor miniſters,that they mighe not be draw* 
H 3 en. 
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| en by worldly occaſions from their holy bufindſle: but 

l might live of that honorable ſtipend with their brethe- 
| ren, as they who receiued tithes ofthe fruit of the earth. 

&c. T anquam decimas ex fruttn accipientes ab altari & ſa* 

l| erificys neon recedant, ſed die ac nofte caleſtibua rebus ac ſpi- 
| 


ritualibus /erwranr, Where he ſaiththe miniſters liued in 

bonor: (portal ant wr frarrwm . It{heweththat ancient vic 

whereof wee ſpake before, that the goods of the Church, 

| whether rents of lands, or tithes, or whatſoever other 

' 12 prouilion,were in histimereraincdaccording to the an- 

cient cuſtome, in the Biſhops hands , and. out of them 

did the Biſhop miniſtertotheneceſitie of euery one;for 

ſpertu/awas the ſtipend or allowance of each Prerbyter 

or miniſter,whichthe Biſhop then vſcd to diſtribute a- 

mongthem, of the goods of the Church. This was the 

ancient vic of the Church , before the diuilion of Pari- 

ſhes: for at this time the diviſion of Pariſhes was not yet 

inſtituted,ſo wee finde tithes payed before pariſhes were 

diuided: but then brought tothe Biſhop and by him di- 
ſtributed among the Miniſters. 

Itisthe common opinion that Di#xy/ius did firlt in- 

| Inter de- Ritute che diuiion of the pariſhes , who was Biſhop of 

cretz Di- Romeby Hiereomsaccountinthe yeare 266, thar is {ume 

onyſ1 & eight years after Cypriars martyrdomeor Origers death, 

_ '3* fortheytwodyedalmoſt wichinone yeare, Bythis rime 

hs pariſhes beganto be diuided , andtithes ordinarily alsig- 

ned to (enerall Churches. 

Heere the queſtion may be moued, when began tithes 

to bediſtinlyaſs1gned tocheirſcuerall Churches. This 

ueſtion wee moue for our maſters at the common 

law,whofullowing acommonerror,andtaking, vp ſome 

rumor without {canning heuld thattiches were not al- 

figned to any certaineChurches before the conncell of 

Lateran: and thatin theformertimes before that coun- 

cell,it was lawfull for a man to paytithes ro whae Church 

hewould;ſo he payed,itwasno matterto whom. But this 

isatale notonly without all ground of ſtorv,bur againſt 

theteltimony vfauncients: for preſently ypon _—_ 
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uiſion of pariſhes , it was aſsigned to what ſeuerall chur- 
chestithes ſhould bepaid. Grat:an bringeth a teſtimony 
out of Dioxy/inr himleltero proucthis. Eccleſias ſingulas, 
&c.that is: wee haue aſfsigned (euerall churches for le” 
uerall nfiniſters, and divided to each their pariſhes and ” 
church-yards,and appotntedrhat eucry one ſhould haue *? 
their proper right, ſothatnone may intrude vppon the ?? 
pariſh or right of another. Theſameisalſo confirmed by ” 
thereſtimony of Zeothe fourth, who ſaith,de decimes oc. * 
that is,concerning tithes not wee onely, but alſo thoſe ” 
auncicnts that hauc bene before vs, haue thoughe good ® 
that the people ſhould pay them to baptiſmall Churches, *? 
By abaptiſmall Church is meant ſucha Church where ” 
all who dwell witkin the circuit of that pariſh ought ro 

bce baptiſed, and it is diſtinguiſhed by this namefrom 
Chappels : for albeit diucrle Chappels were founded 
within theſatne circuit, yet itwas the ancient orderthat. 
Baptiſimne might not bee celebrated in thoſe Chappels, 

but onely in the chicfe Church in that circuit, This is 
confirmed out of acouncell of Toleds, plures baptiſmales Cuul.16, 
eccleſie in vn4 termmatione eſſe non poſſunt, ſed 1914 tans |  —_—_ 
tuwma»do cuncavellis ſuis, Thecountel called Cabrlonenſe Ibid Ec. 
about the yearc 650, hath thus : Eccleſia antiquitus cone 12G; 

ftnntancedecmy, necvulls poſſeſſioneprinentur, ua vt nonis 
oratorystribuantur, And in caſe a man ſhould build a 

Church or Chappell within his owne libertie, yer hee 

might not pay tithesto it; butthe tithes mult goetothe 

ancient Church asin former times, for ſo ſaith a coun- 

cel of Wormes about the time of /Charles the great, Quj- 1hid.Qui>- 

exnqz volwerit cc. thatis, If any,man will build a new TP 
Church within his owne liberty,he may, ſo hee hauethe 

conſent ofthe Biſhop in whoſe diocetle it is: but then the 

Biſhop mult prouide that the auncient Churches loſe 

not their right andtithes, by theſenew,but the tithes are 

alwajesro be payed to the auncientChurches. 

An1/tagiu Biſhop of Rome, Ana. 398. hath two teſti- 
moniestotheſame purpoſe, Statnin Fe. that is, weap» Ibid.ſtatu-- 
puinttharit any ſhall withhold the tithes and — 'mas. 
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Uhid.q.7. and in another placeit is{aid, that if the Biſhop ſhould 


CauC16, theeues,and ſhouldtherefore bee excommunicate with- 
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« which the peopleareto pay, or ſhall gine themfrom the 
« baptiſmallChurches withoutthe knowledge of the Bi- 
c« (hop, orof him whole duty it is co lookethereto, and wil 
« not be ruled by their counſell,he be accurſcd and debar- 
« red fromthe communion. 

Now if henceany ſhall ſurmiſe that hee may by the 
ſufteranceofthe Biſhop doe this, becauſe he is comman- 
ded without his knowledge notto doe it: that is anſwe- 
red, {oncil, Wormac: that the Biſhop himſelfe may not 
giuvethatlicenſeto pay tithes from Baptiſmall Churches, 


doſo, hee ſhould turne rhe houſe of Godintoa denne of 


out hope of returne. Again, Anaſtaſins ſaith, quidam laici 
qui vel in proprys,vel m beneficys ſus habent baſilicas, con- 
tempta Epiſcopi diſpoſitionegnon ad Eccleſias bi baptiſmuns 
& pradicationem,c5 alia ( briſti Sacram:ntapercipunt, dee 
cimas ſnas dant, ſed proprys Baſilicu, vel atus Ecclcſits pro 
libitu ſuo tribuwnt quod omnibus modrs legi + ſarris cane» 
nibus conſtat eſſe contrarium. The councell of { halc:4don 
{ «n, 16. witneſſeth that the country pariſh Churches 
were vnderthe iuriſdition of ſcurra!l Biſhops, and it a 
queſtion roſe to which Biſhop the pariſu beionged, 30. 
yeares preſcription was required to prouc the right, It a- 
nyciticſhould bee afterward renued by thc authoritic of 
the Emperour, thenthe ordination of Pariſhes ſhould 
follow the new ordination of thatcitie, Thus were pariſh 
Churches vnder the gouernement of Biſhops, and cithes 
aſlignedtotheir proper Churches,long before the coun- 
cell of Lateran: that councell prouidednothing at all in 
this point,onely whereas the Regulars and Seculars were 
then deviling atrick to defraud the Churches of tithes, 
the councell prouided ro take orderto (topthatiniultice, 
forthe Regularsand Seculars when they ler their houſes 
or farmes, would concnant that the farmer ſhould pay 
tithes tothem, hcereby the Church to whoſepariſh the 
farme belonged, was dcfrauded. To redreile this abuſe 
the counſel of Lateran,Cap.56.0rdaincth that ſuch tithes 
ſhould 
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ſhouldact bee payed cothefand-lords, bur tothe pariſh 
Church. This istherather robe nored;becauſe it 
the maner and beginning of that wickednes, which came 
in by ſuch fraternitierfor from theſe beginnings i 
—_ camein. Nowthecouncell —— helped 

rd the matter,for by taking away _ authority, 
there was a privilege cunningly thruſt into the Popes 
hands,andthereforethis abuſe was forbidden by the cofi- 
cell,becauſe they who would doe it, mult fetch alicence 
fromthe Pope. As alſo in theſame councel. cap. 62. it is 
ordeined, that no reliques be honored, vnlelle firſt they 
bee approued bythe Pope, ſo the loue of filthy lucre 
brougheall this diſorder intothe Church. For about this 
eime began choſe diſpenſations,as hereafter wil be ſhewed. 

Before we proceedto the tellimonies of ſucceeding Fa- 
thers,onething I would note concerning patronages uf 
Churches, for that is athing norvnworthy of knowledge, 
and pertaining to the queſtion which follow, 

TheChurch had of old,cuen from the Apoltles times, 
or very neare them, lands and poſleſſions, which were 
diſpoſed by the chicte ofthe ergy, thatis,Biſhops: there 
were alſo, as pariſheswere diſtinguiſhed , ſome portions 
of land afſignedto every pariſh Church, Miniſters then 
having temporalties, as now we call them, it could not 
chooſe bur queſtions might ariſe concerning thoſe poſ- 
ſeſſions. Now when any troubleſome queſtion did ariſe, 
thoſt godly men inthe beginning would not beconten« 
tious inthe law, no not for their ownelands:wherfore be- 
cauſe they ſhould neither be drawen fromthe ſeruice of 
che Church through ſutes,nor _ their land vppon 
the ſuite'of contentious men: there were certainetempo- 
rall men appointed either by godly kirigs, whom Afar/i- 
tins Pataxinus calleth Legiſlatores , or by ſuch as gaue 
thoſe lands,to be Patrons of Churches, who might bee 
ready to defend the Church-rights,that the Biſhops and 


Paſtors might with morefrvit,andlefſeincumbranceap-  _ | 
ply their yocations. ——_— 


Mearfiluu Patawinn witneſſeth thus much: Domin 
I 109s- 


CHAP... 
we ſtatnta,eft legrſlatoris,ant eimrvilearum,qui ptr legiſlat 
rem ad hoe fuerint depmtati,velper cor gui talia dederunt, f 
fwrrim fiagularerperſone , que ſupreditts trmperaha dede- 

vin, ot ordinanerint ex bonis ſuis 44 v ſum predifturs. Qui 
ſequidems ſic ſtatuti ad eccleſinaſticorum temporalinm defer» 
fionem or vendicationemuocars /elebant eceleſrar um pats» 

wi. Nam antiquitus viri [ant atq;perfetti miniſtri enagelic) 
Chriitum mutari volentes,contrd nullum volnerunt conten- 

dere indicro,Our purpole is not to [tay in examining eue- 

ry defeRtin AMaur/ime,whereunto hee was carried by an 

carne(t welwillingto the Emperours cauſe,and an hatred 

againſt theabuſes of the church as then it ſtood. Onely 
wenotethat cemporall patrones were appointed by the 

firſt doncrs,notro Ro church-liuings, as now they 

doe, but to defend the righe of the land giuen to the 

church. For atthe fr(t,patrones had no more right, nei- 

ther could retaineany moretothelelues then that which 

was commonto all. This appeareth out of diuers teſti- 
monies(which Lcite onely tor ſtorie ſake; for although 

thele be not yndoubced tcltimonigs, yervndoubtedl)y this 

vie may bee made of them ) Whereas one /u/s had 
founded achurch,Gelaſixs writeth to Senethior Bilbop of 

Or 24th: thatdioces,wherein the church was founded, to dedicate 
g/ofſe ſee- theſame.Provided,that fr(t /u/iws did religne the dona+ 
meth to tion; and hee mult know that hee canretainetherein no 
9s right co himſclte,preter proceſſion aditum, qui onmibus 
a chriſtians d betwy, Whatis meantby proceſſionss adit, | 
qu7 leaue to the canoniſtsto expound : but by thewourds it 
| ſcemerh to beathing common to allchriſtians.le is like- 
Ibid. wiſewienelſed, that one Frigentixs, founding a Church, 
retained no morethenthe former. The ſame is confir+ 

med bya conſtitution ofthe fourth Toletan Councell. 

Concit, Nomerint condutore; baſulicarum in rebus quas erſdem confe- 
- Tolet.q, Yunt, nullam ſe poteſtatems babere, ſed inxta canonum inſti- 
can.zt» twtdy/icuteccleſiamyita ff deter cit ad ardinationem epi/- 
copy pertinere, But inthe ſame councell itis granted, - 4 

the founders of churches intheir life time only may nvu- 
: MmINAe 
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minate a miniſter to thechurch. Thus much concerning 

the beginng of patronages : where wee may note how 

. far thisthing among manyis drawen by corruption fro 
che beginning : for patrons were firlt inſtituted for de- 
fence ofthe ch urch rights from che' wrongand infolen- 
ces of corrupt and contentious men.But thorights of the 
church,are this day cuery where uuerthruwen, as itwere 
byacommon conſpiracy of men, againſt the church & 
minilterie, partly by auncient corruptions,partly by lat- 
ter. And where canthe church have her right, for cor- 
ruptcullomes? bur doc the patrones ſtandin the gapto 
detend the church-right ? doe they not Jooke cn whillt 
eucry one maketh halt to carry away theſpoiles, one in- 
wting another as toa common prey, They will ſay, it 
weretoo much forthe to defend the churchinthisſpo 

lingage : yetthis they ſhould doe from the beginning. 
Sed gu enſtodiat ipſo: cuſtedesr? but 1 returne to my ſto- 
ric. 

We haue ſhewedovt of ſuch records as are left, when 
tithes began to be«ſlabliſhed in the Church after the A+ 
poltles:how pariſhes were [eparated, andtithes ſcuerally 
all;gned rocachlimitation: that the vſe of paying ethes 
to l\mitedChurches was nrt a matter deuiled by theect 
cell of Laterar,but in bettervſe, and mere incorrvpt or- 
der before that cour.cel tkencuer ſince:that thevſeof pas 
tronages in the begirrirg was for the defence of the 
cducb eight Now ue are to inquire how the ſucceeding 
fathers did write of eithes after they were once allignedto 
particular churches. 

( *r1/oſt ome teaching an kusbandman how he may be 
a worthic Chriſtian and doe good workes though hee 
build no Churches,ſlaith:queſi autta txore wel [penſa, vel 11, 18. 
data virgine, fic ergaEeeleſiam affetius efto, dotems aſcribe in AQ. 
illi,ita benedittions predinm multiplcabunr, quiden;m non 
erit il lic bonorum ? parumne eff ebſecro torcular benedici? 
parumne eff Dewm ex ommbus frutiibus prize pariem 4s 
der imas accipere? ad pacem agricelarum boc viik :and pre- 
lcntly attergreees illic perpetne propier tegandes ac ſynax- 
I z 
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armor this gue ſunt pro miniftrats Exagchroril ſubentatics 
ne ſtarntaggit legiſiatoris,ant einrvilearumqui per legiſlato» 
rem 4d hoe fuerint depmtativelper cor qui talia dederunt, f 
fſwrrim fiagulares perſone , que ſupraditts trmperatia deder 
rint, ot ordinanerint ex bonis ſuis 44 v/um predifturs. Qui 
ſequidems fic ſtatuti ad eccleſinſticorum temporalinm defer» 
fionem or vendicationtmuocars [elebant eccleſrarum patrd» 
ni. Nam antiquitus viri ſantti atq; perfetti miniſtrs enagelics 
Chriftum mt ari volentes,contrd nullum volnerunt conten- 
dere indicro,Our purpole is not to [tay in examining eue- 
ry defeRtin CAMarimwhereunto heewas carried by an 
carne(t welwilling to the Emperours cauſe,and an hatred 
againſt che abuſes of chechurch as then it ſtood. Onely 
wenotethat temporall patrones were appointed by the 
rſt doncrs,notto beſtow church-liuings, as now they 
doe, but to defend the righe of the land giuen to the 
church. For atthe firſt, patrones had no more right, nei» 
ther could retaineany moretothelelues then that which 
was commonto all, This appeareth out of diuers teſti- 
monies(which Lcite onely tor ſtorie ſake; for although 
theſe be not yndoubced tcltimonigs, yervndoubredly this 
vie may bee made of them ) Whereas one /u/1 had 
founded achurch,Gela/ixs writeth to Senefiror Bilkop of 
Or 2«th: thatdioces,wherein the church was founded, to dedicate 
gloſſe (ce- theſame. Providedythat fr(t /ulius did refigae the dona» 
methto tion; and hee mult know that hee canretaine therein no 
_—_ right to himſclfe,preter proceſſionss aditum, qui omnibus 
Cant chriſtians d betur, Whatis meantby proceſſionis aditua, I 
q,7  leaueto thecanoniſtsto expound: but by thewords it 
ſcemerh tobeathing cummon toallchriſtians.Ie is like- 
Ibid. wilewinelled, that one Frigentizg, founding a Church, 
retained no morethenthe former. The ſame is confir- 
med by a conſtitution ofthe fourth Teleran Councell. 
Concit, Nomerint conduores baſulicarum in rebus quas e1ſdem confe- 
- Tolet.4, Y1nt, nullamſe poteſtatem babere, ſed inxta canouum inſti- 
cangzt» tntd,/icureccleſiamyita cf detem cins ad ardinationem epiſ- 
'_ ©  roprpertinere,Butinthe ſame councell it is granted, that 
the founders of churches intheir life time only may nu* 
" miInate: 
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= a miniſt _— — Thus Racy 
n onages ; where wee may note 
far fern n—_ —_ drawen by corruption fro 
the beginning : for patrons were firlt inſtituted for de- 
fence ofthe church rights from che'wrongand inſolen- 
ces of corrupt and contentious men.Buttherighirsof the 
church,are this day euery whereuuerthruwen, as itwere 
byacommon conſpiracy of men, againſt the church & 
micilterie, partly by auncient corruptions,partly by lat- 
ter. And where canthe church have her right, forcor- 
ruptcullomes? but doc the patrones ſtandin the gapto 
detend the church-righe? doe they not looke cn whillk 
eucry one maketh halt to carry away theſpoiles, one in- 
uiting another as toa common prey, They will ſay, it 
weretoo much for the to defend the church in thisſpot- 
lingage : yetthis they ſhould doe from the beginning. 
Sed guu enſtodiat ipſo: cuſtedes? but 1 returne to my ſto- 
ric, 

We haue ſhewedovt of ſuch records as are left, when 
tithes began to be «ſtabliſhed in the Church afterthe A+ 
poltles:how pariſhes were leparated, andtithes ſeuerally 
all;gned rocachlimication: that thevſe of paying tithes 
to lL\mited Churches was not a matter deuifed by theeot 
cell of Laterar,but in bettervſe, and mere incorrupt or- 
der before that courcel tkencuer ſince:that thevſeof pas 
tronages in the begirrirg was for the defcnce of the 
church-rights Nuw ue are to inquirehow the ſucceeding 
fathers did write of tithes after they were once aſſignedto 
particular churches. 

( &r3ſoſtom teaching, an husbandman how he may be 
a worthic Chriſtian and doe good workes though hee 


build no Churches,ſaith:qusſi autta wxore wel [penſa, vel px, 18. 
data virgine,fic ergd Eccleſiam affetius efto, dotems aſcribe in AQ. 


illi,ita benedittiongs predinm multipl:cabuur, quiden;m non 

erit illic benorum ? parumne eft obſecro torcular benedici? 

parumne eff Dewm ex ommbus frutiibus prine partem as 

derimas accipere? ad pacem agricolarum boc viik :and pre- 

ſently aftergreces illic perperne propier teg/andes ac ſynax- 
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#/ propter te, hee doth not ontly teach thens char they 

ought to pay tithes, bue he giueth theſe reaſons; becauſe 

their ſeruice,prayers,preaching,isfor thee : and becauſe 

thisis the meanesro haue a plentifull bleſſing vpon the 

re(t. Hee witnelleth alſo the ſame vſeof paying tithes in 

his timeþby reproouing the abuſes of Biſhops and mif- 

ſers, whenthey (temed more carefull to receiue tithes, 

then toprocurethe good of the people, of which ſort 

many were jn his time,and many moe are in our dayes: 

Hom. 44+ Si popwlus ierimas non obtwlerit, murmurant ones; at ſi 
in Mat. peccantem popmlum viderint, nemo murmurat contra eos, 
Hierom (peaking in theperſonof a miniſter of the gol- 

Ad Nepo- pell, faith thus. If I then being a part of the Lords inhe- 
yn 2 ritance,takenot my part among my brethre, but as a Le- 
" uiteandPrie(tliveoftithes, hauing meat and raiment, 

In Mlac. heerewithall I am contented. Againe he faith, quod de de- 
3-8, cimis d1:ximms, que olim dabantur a populs ſacerdotibus & 
Lenitts in Eccleſie quoq;populis inte{ligito, In which place 
heſaith farther : Eccle/ie populis preceptum eſt dare deci. 

i.Tim. 5. 9245: forproofehealleadgeth S. Paul, The elders that go- 
wernewell,are worthy of donble honor,eſpecially they who 1a 
bour moſt in the word and doftrine, expounding honour, 
maintenance:and ynder{tanding that maintenice,tithes. 

Out of which teſtimonies of Hierom (who is by Era/prs 

wdged the molt learned of the Latine Fathers)it may be 

obſerucd. 

Fir(t,that theprecept of tithes is raken to bee part of 
the morall law,and oughteobe in no leile force among 
Chriſtians chen among Iewes, ſuch ſtrangers were the 
learned Fathers intheſelate deuiſes which now are found 
out, thattithes ſhould be ceremoniall or judiciall: for al- 
beittheſetearmes,decime debentar ire dmine, were not 
in vſe inthoſe auncient times, yet the Fathers expreſly 
delivered that which is equiualent, that Chriſtians are 
boundtothe law of tithes aſwell as Iewes were : that the 
preceptfor payingtithesisnowto beeynderſtood in the 
Church/ecundum literam. 

Secondly, we obſcruethat the reaſons vſed inthe = 

Te 
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Talameny bythe -Apolties, gory in tbeBubets 
iudgemnents conclude tfargches,andpatkes chaprethnddd 
competency, which thing was vtterly. ynkriown 26: the 
Fathess, «Ambroſe (aith ; Qnirwng; recoguoneris in fe reel 


fpavoliter non dederit decimm, modo erendes god minus fer Quadrag. 


Fit,quid oft fila{iter do? mfinrs nec print, wed milyra ati- 
wando aff irat de grano, aut de wine,out dr: frafkibns; an- 
0rum,aut d: pecudibus, aut de horto, Cc. In eAvguſtins 

time,itſeemeth,the people, at leaſt jn' Africaz weve v 

negligent in paying tithes, and therefore: hee exhiortmah 

themvery carncltly ta that dutic, CHatoresneftte iden cla 
phys omnibus abundabant, quis Des decymes 44hity on {te 


ſari cenſum reddebant : modo amtent quia xdeferſpt demetio rum bo- 
Dei, acceſiit indittio fiſcs ; nolnimu partivi cans Dev dec Mil.4S.. 


mas, modo antem totzn tolletwr,. Inwhich. place he wit» 
nellſcthewo things. Fir}, thatit was the ' of. the 
Church long before his timeto pay tithes;Secondly,thet 
this thing pleaſed God ſa much, that hee blefſed them 
who vicdit, fothatrherefore they had abundance : and 
that men now in his time wanted becauſe they. were noe 
fairhfull ig this feruice of God; and: therefore-preaching 
vponthe 146, P/al.vponthelewords, be makrth rbe 
fo grow pon the monntainer: Ne CO eth the hu d 
manto the mountaine, that rcceiuethraine and bringeth 
forth gralle, hee cumparcth preachingro the raine, and 
tithcsto-gralle, ecce monr er accipe plunia, cf da fans, and 
thereforealittle after he faith ,exime porters aliquens reds 
ditunm tworum , decimas vis? decimas exime , Gnanquam 
parum ſit, difitum oft enim quia Phariſe: decimas dabant, &r 
quid ait Dommus niſiabundanuerit inſtitia veitra plnſquam 
Scribarum & Phariſeorum non intrabuis 10 regamn calo- 
rus, OF ille ſuper quem debet abnordare t1ſtitia twa, decis 
mas datytn autem vix centeſrimam dar, Where S. eAu9n- 
fine expoundeththe word of the Goſpellas Origenand 
other Fathersdid, asno lclle belonging, yeamuch more 
to'Chriſtians thento Iewes, Hee ſpeaketh-nut doubting 
(as ſomevnderſtand his words) but becauſethepeopleof 
his country were ſo farre from performing this dutie, if 
I 3 cnere 
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thatebiceany doubtin his words, it is oneſyin this, whe- 
bhbrefereach pare were not tov! little; for ſo doth his 
words imply,dreiniae vis ? decimas exime, quanquampark 
Fr.Aridhe whom ve Rs in © — 
payeerhathes, wherby he implycth, that thou muſt | pay. 
morefov hredortiyorledueit atthe peoples liberty to 
pay rithies:;ornotro pay, x3 ſome take it t bur ſhewerh 
themtharwetelo far from this ducty,that they oughtto 
| > 970 56 tnorethenthar. Leo the fiſt, lived 
__— time, but yonger;Gratiey citeth his words 
N aerinns ad ilterid pertinent es atcipiat: niotiog 
after chiszehe councel calfed'uMHariſconenſ? 2. was held, 
wherein itwaschus decreed. £eges dinine ſaccrdotibus & 
mmittys eccleſiaris pro heroditayia portione ommipepnlopre- 
Mecingau frultnis norks ſacrts loris preftare, vi nulto 
enpe teri; fþ ir ite al rb tes poſſe rt vacate rumbterys > quas 
1egsr Chriffumnoraan « ongeries longs tempoyibiu trſtodinit 
entemer ates. Unde fatwimnmne vt mor antiqnue reparennr,ut 
decimas recltfiafticas omni pepulns inferat, This councell 
was held aboutche yeare of Chrift ; 580: The teſtimo- 
nyotehbefathers vf this councel is to bee obſcrued, They 
witnetierhat che ordinance of riches was very auncient 
inthe church before them : and as auncient, {5 vnuer- 
fallyreceiued among Chriſtians, They witnelle likewiſe 
that the right thereof is from the law cf God. Before 
this councell almoftanhundreth yeares , was held che 
firſt councell of Orleans, which affirmerts the ſame. Af- 
ter this the fametruch was likewiſe confirined by diverſe 
councells.Concrl:Cabilonerſ,2 cap.ig .concil: Melen/.cap.2 
Concil.Valent. cap.10. { oncil. Foreinlenſ, cap. vit. Concil, 
CMogwnt:cap.17{ oncil.Rothomag: which is thus cired by 
Gratian: Omnes decims terre, fine defrugibus. fine de pom's 
arborum, domini ſint, & ilh ſanttificentur, Ones, bones, & 
capre queſubvirgapaſtors tranſeunt, quicquid decime 6» 
wenerit ſanttificabirur Domino, The tathers ot this coun- 
cell ſhew thatthey vnderſtood the preceprot tithes Ze- 
wit.27.litcrally,no otherwiſe ro bee: vnderſtood for Tewes 
then Chriſtians. Concil.Triburienſ.cap. 13+ and 14. _ 
| thus: 
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thus 34% ferret Dominw.rrome moni Ohone , mas 
of terra quam volts, men ſrovmns que; ſpurguy mes mimalis 
que fatigas ,mensieft ſolis ariiors, & quien: ennia_ men fint, 
1 qui 084n9 Arcomodas ſolum dicinans merebaris, fedfere 
«4 1ih1 nonem da mibi decimams, inon drdery decrem, an- 
foram nouemyſe d:deri; mali decinnany multiplecabe wonene. 
$1 ergo querat al19ui, cur decime davtur , ſeiat quod idts 
dands ſunt, vt bac denotione Des placatragary ins preftet 
gue neceſſaria ſunt, vt miniſtri Eccleſia = relenati, 


hiberiore: fiant ad ſpririewalt exarrith expletionew, Gregory H R 
che br(t (air thus : feat offerrey Jegs bom > frarres in Euangs 


chariſumi decim as ror um, itd 04 offerrt contendite 

dierum, where Gregory expreſly applieth the precepe of 
tithes wruten in the law toChriſtians,teaching that chri- 

ſtians in, the law were commanded eopay tithes. ;/Beds 

in his hapke called Scinzis, proucth titherdue by Scrip- 

cures and Fathers, he citerh out of «Augw/ion t decrine vx 

debito requiruntury fr quieas dare nolnerit, res aliends nur 

dir. And againe; h4c ei# Domini in/t1[maconſuctude, vt i 

tu ry decopamnondederis, tx 4d decoman renocery': And 

many other teſtimonies, /; , - - 


Ceſarius Arelatnſ,E pie: faithgdecime no» ſunt notre; ſed Hom.9. 


64 0144 dands , eMAbraham faitir,lacob promiſzis mnſinuat, _—_— 


deinde lex ſtatuit, 5 ones doftores. ſantti commemorant, cap.s7, 


Eccleſie, Walafrilu Strabs (aith, decimas Deo of ſacerdoti- 


Lrothe fourth;aboutthe yeare of Chrilt, $49, is this-ci- 


tedby Gratian, de decimis inſto ordine,non tant nobis fed Cuts, 


0.7, 


etiave maioribus viſumeſt aplebibuctantum vbi ſacroſanits 
baptiſmata danturdebere dari. About thistimeand after 
it,tithes were eſtabliſhed by conltitutions of Princes , as 
by Charerthe great,and other. Soine learned menhaue 
thought, Recaſeſams Princeghaue made contieuions 
for tithes to beepayed to the Church: that. therefore 
tithes are hel 4by no other righethen Princes confſlituti- 
an oe. fore iaomprichen were alwaies hel Py the 
lawes. of God, and not of Pcinces. I grauat if, Princes 
were {9 vngodl + FRA were inthetime of the Apoltles, 
that they CES yeeld co Gods ordinance nomglns 

ut 


Y CHAD. 
but would (<liftrhe (amer themcodld me richevice pa y- 
ed,azimche Apoltiestimes fortharcauſerhey were Hor, 
but therigheceaſerh not. And as wicked Princes cannot 
take awaytherighe by [topping the praQtiſe : ſo gadly 
Princescannot make a right ,but onely confirme it, when 
by their goo tawes "they yeeld ro Godr” ordinance. 
Though £xeh/as bya godly law command the keeping 
ofthe Patſeover : yet the Patſeouer may not therefore 
becalled the conſtiturionof Ezckias, It is the moreto be 
(mm) maruailed; rhatmen of learning arefo. haſty in conclu- 
qoguld 1 CIs 
fe rhey fndthetn confirmed by ſome few princes. 
After this time-the Church ſucceeding agreed with the 
formerChurches in this opinion, as appeareth'by the 
ceſtimenicsrecorded, Awerti/1b, 3, Annal, Synod, Arclat: 
4p 9. 8med. Hayho, rap.19. in which place it is reſti- 
ITY tro bee payed, as itis commanded 
inthe law: they teſtifie alſothatno man can giue accep- 
tablealmes ofthe reſt, vnleſle firſt he ſeparare the tenth 
cotheLord,which he hath appointed for himſelfe from 
_ ethebeginning:theyteltific (ithet that many gradging 
copay the'renth part , are therefore often themſelves 
broughttoa tenth part:the ſame is confirmed by Raba- 
wes HManrur,in Nom b1b.2:c4.22.8 23, Leges Boiorum a- 
,» pud Anent lib,z.Gregory.2.apud Anent lib.z.Concil, Worry, 
eauf116:4.1:Nicolant 1 (aboutthe yeare of Chriſt 8;8.) | 
REIN try uy | | | 
Andthus in theſtory of titheswee are come tothoſe 
timeswherein the changebegan, for all this while chere 
was no chihgethoughr ofinthis queſtion, After this, be- 
yarenes latedeuifes wherebf weefpike before:for now 
being grown tofuchan incorrigihle prideand1i- 
berty,that he would doallrhings after his owne pleaſure, 
noPrinceor Emperour beingableto bringhim into or- 
det, began by hisal-oppreſſing power to change this ot- 
dinance ofciches,which from ——— remainedvn- 
eouchedrill now,for after it was on&te fount' var; that afl 
things holy & profane,were ready marchatidiſe for _ 
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34 
that broughe moſt; then came in enexypeiaos firſt, and 


afterwardim 8 tithes from one to 
an other; when exemptions firſt came jn, I cannot cer- 
tainly define. Inthe ſchiſme berweene two Popes Alexan- 
der thethird, and U-for che fourth, Alexander prevailed 
by force & perfidiouſnetle,as they ſpeake who write ther- 
of:ofhimir is teſtified z Crſtercienſer, Hoſpitalarios, & 


Templaryio: decimarum ſolutions exemit, Before that time C 

lobn xy.gaue thelike priuiledge ro Saint Benerr Monks teſt yeril. 
at Calinum,as witnefſeth Leo Harſican : Hoſftienſi Epiſe tom.z, 
6p Lab,z cap,y hiſtor.Cafinenſir monaſtery, intheſe words, ib»15- 


bee vitra [pbannem duodecimum, of c. in [uo Pritilegia aus 
toritate eApoſi olica ad*idit, nals Ep:/copo Ticere ab vile ex 
populic monaſterio ſubiettiruel a quibuſubet vbiqy terrarum 
ad /e pertinentibus Exclethys, dectiaas — ob/ationes 
defunftorum qualibet ecca/ione pereipere. This lohw was 
Pope, Ann.9y90. 

\  Afﬀterthisthemarchandiſe of exempting and . 
priating was well followed t this new praQtiſe of Popes 
againlt the auncient ordinance vf God was firft maintai- 
ned by the wit of Alexander de Haler,and after by The- 
mas of Aquine as wee haue ſhewed, Their deuiſe is that 
tithes are tudicials: they framed new diltinions to cou» 
lourthe Popes vſurpation,afrer hee had firſt by impro- 
priations broken the ordinance of God,and put tithes a- 
way from the teachers, which from the beginning of 
the world tillcheſc times had not beene done c. All 
the ſchoole-men in a manner folftw cheſe ewo in this 
queſtion : who with their vnfruicfull diſputarions dark- 
ning the Church, as they carried tanfparrs of the holy 
eruch into, boridage.ſoitis not much cobte inaruailed if 
this truth 6ftiches found yon them th#ſarhe incertain. 
ment,which other parte he ih bf greater impor- 
tance did finde. Afeet this time the right of tithes ſcemed 
tolic buried by the Pope vſtirparion , without great re- 
ſiſtance : yet ſome werefoutittthoughfew, who again(t 


the flattery of ſchoole-metyj the eruth of this 
queſtion. Nicolans preg wrt luperſti- 
K co0Ng 
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tions by the ſtreameofchoſerimes, yettaugherhis point 
not afterthe Jare ſchoole-men, but after pine 280 
ethers, So did Strabus an Anp/oſaxon the author of the 
ordinary Gloffe. /obarnes Semeoa, author of the glolle 
vpon'Gratians deerees,did withſtand. Pope Clement the 
fourth, exaQingtithesthrough Germany, which thing 
Semecstouketobe vnlawfull, and was therefore excom- 
municateby the Pope,and putfromthe place of gouern- 
ment,which he held at Haiber/tade. Againſt which iniu- 
ſtice , Semecs appealed to a councell, and had many 
great men'fauouring his cauſe. Whilſt the contention 

ew-hot betweenethem, the death of them both ended 
thequarrell:the ſtoricis in Kravtzims, And thus the Pope 
oppreſlingall with his greatneſle , making open ſale of 
tithes, inſtituting impropriations,laid walt the Churches 
every where. Andinthisſort they ſtood,yntil] che time 
of reformation began by the blelled labours of them 
whom God raiſed yp for thar ſeruice, After which rime 
he —_ that tithes were ceremonials was firſt de- 
wiſed. 


CHAP. 


CHAP, VI 


The obiettions anſwered, and the point in queiti- 
on confirmed. 


2 Hus farre haue wee followed the 
ſtory of Tithes from the begin- 
ning , though. not ſo exatly as 
might bee wiſhed ,' yet (o as ſer- 
ueth ſufficiently to ſhew how the 
} right of tithes hath ſtood : that 
they were alwaics due to thetea- 
| chers of the Church , before the 
law,vnderthelaw , and in thetimeof grace. And this is 
ſuſficientro ſhew thatthis thing bel tothe morall 
law, andſoto the law of nature. For which alwaics 
' remaineththeſamein all rms church, doth ſurely 


belongto che morallaw. have tithes alwaics ſtood 
the ſamein all ages of the Church,vneill late corruptions 
" breakingiolike a taken away the knowledge 


andrightdifference ofthings. But if a man with iudge- 
mentthinkeof the matter, hee will confellethat late vp- 
ſtarts opinions, clpecially {uch asare maintained neither 
dpteripRogy, concen fathers,nor reaſons (forthey who 
houldtithes from the auncient fathers, bhauenoother ar- 
gumetthen ſuch as moued the Pope totakethem away; 
* might,and vſurpation, A 4 SC reaſon of 
2 


gaine); 


”. om - - _ 


AbulenC, 
in Mat. 
cap.23- 
qu-2 36. 
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Andfirſt heobieRteththus: God did inſtitute in the 
olde Teſtament, thattithes ſhould bee payed, therefore 
thisis notpertaining tothe law of nature: the reaſon is, 
that which is naturall isnot inſtituted by alaw, for vnto 
ſuchthings the bond of natureſufficerh:weanſwere, wee 
fiad many things inſtitutedin the law,which our of 
ſtivn bddong to thelaw of nature, as the whole decalog, 
Abwlenſit realoneth againſt this anſwere thus: things per- 
tainingtethelaw of nature,are put amog other -precepes, 
but vnely they are contained inthedecalog,tithesare 
with others. Tanſwer torhis [aſt obietion and tothe for- 
mer thus:tiches have two reſpeRs, T3 
Furſt, if wee refpeRt the generall ordinance of tithes, 
they werenot inſtitured in thelaw , for this ordinance 
\was beforethe law, and (© tithes v, ere alwajesthe Lords, 


'axwee hatie ſhewed.Second!y,ifwe'reſpeRt the particular 


aſſiznarion oftithes to the Levites, this is all which was 
inſtirutedin the law, Now this Leuitica!l aſſignation is 
putwith other , bur che generall ordinanceof 
tichesivincluded inthe dccalog.Theparts of this diſtin- 
Qion wre have Sebed. Wherefore all that Abulen/i can 
prove hythisargument is onely chis, that the Leuiticall 
alsignation was norbelonging to the law of nature,which 
we yeeld. Againe,where hee faith, nothing belonging to 
the lawof nature isſet among otherprecepes, this «Oe: 
terrrepeated among other precepts : therefore idolatty, 
whoredome, and ſuchlike are forbidden,not Ay x 


 — 
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vſury,idolarry | 
ches of the morall law, "Eeokak, thaſerhings 
that belong tochehw ofnatureareſer amoing other pro» 
cepts:Tothar obition which Abulen/7 dreverh from 
Tacobr we hauc anſwered before. 115!% "1 
' Farther heobieRethchus: Ifthey belongeo-rthe law of 
narure;chen ſhould all nations be bound thereto. To this 
wee have anſwered before;ſhewing that nj Chriflians have 
thoughetthamfeluss boundieberao, and thar ents 
then men hanechoughe noleſle; - | > 
Another obieRioft is : Ifeheybelotigrdche lewof __ 
ture,then ſhould they be duero Gods miniſters: and yer 
intheott Teſtament tiches werenot giuen, nor any 
Mags the pric(ts,vhichwere gods chicie in 
to the Leuires which wereaniniſters: of leiſe 
_ I dunſvere : whereas Abrl:nfr, faith, chepneits 
dnotithes,which ſayingheofren repeatath, we thiake 
it enoughto' anſwero-hinwith the autharige of others, 
"Dyra'a lew: botat'and moreficiifall in the auncientaÞ 
faires of chele ves thety' $6 /91;ypon the 7, Heb, Gaith 
thus: Lexite generaliterrecipicbant decimas 4 religuo pe- 
pelo, Imter Lent ts antene was} __ muaieres dillon tri- 
| 'bus quidelicer/Acerdotes fronwn 
probant pom ws. 
' reciprebant, que 
cat aa keary 
aſmuch, in cA3ſ/e5d.3. Againe,inthela 
thers, this word Levites vader the goſpell is alwaices vſed 
.\ fora preaching minilter. Whereby they lignificd ;thiar 
| tichesweredue to labouring miniflers. Bilhogs 
ded for : albeicinthe beginaing Biſhops 
had thediſtriburing of ſuch things among the- miniſters. 
Hee obiefterh f:; : When GON diſpoſed of tiches 
| Num.v8.Hefaithz /baxe gruen the ankinSets were 4 
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poſile 
2 Tim..4 wwwmuth doth 


among the /freciites, Wee 

js. chr re-rury uber denied, there is mongs 
brought forit, neither is there apy athaity berweene 
ameccdent and conſequent ! For GOD ———_ 
the Leuicevro polletle no lands (other then was aſtig- 
nedto them , which was a portion) becauſe no 
workdly bulinefle ſbould call away from the (cr- 
uicofG OD, and becauſe the miniſters of the 

might bee inftruRtct, noe to.intangle them(elues with 
theaffaires of thieworidroo much, inwhichſenſe the A- 


ECG 
imrangle brmjelfe ef t 
life, brcanſe hee wontd pleaſe hin that bums 


bee 4 and yer the 
Ee le eperu penny 
condulion, welay it concluderh onely of the Leviticall 


afignation,not ofthe generall ordinance, Another obix- 
Ation is{The Leuites by the law of nacure were not dedi- 
cated tothe ſeruice of the Tabernacle,thereforethe tenth 

was notdeterminableby nature. We an{were: The dedica- 
tion of the Leuitcstotheſeruice of the Tabernacle was 


the Leniticall een wee provethe at aſ- 
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CHAP! 8. 37 
ing bath lawes,naturall and mordll: | If pecriaderfiacd 
the law ofnaturero reach as farre as tlie morall law in 
his largeſt ſenſe, (as eAiwlenſ: veulentanderh it )rhen 
tithes bclong tothe lawgf nature, even as doth the fan- 
ifying of a ſcauenth day to God; and yawral{reaſun 
doth alwel determinecheeenth innumber as the {eventh 
in number. And becauſe 4bs/enfstaketh naturall iu-this 
ſenſe,(forin Zenir.chap.z.qu.i. be faith: Aloratrapracep- 
ta naturalia ſunt ) therefore in anlwering , Whenſacuer 
Ladmittithces to belong rothe law of gagure, 1 wouldbe 
vnderſto0d roſpeakoin this fenſe, But - if we take the law 

of nature,for that which floweth from natural principles 

and is tnanifeſted tothe naturall man by natural meanes; 

fo wee granttithes not naturall.Wee may allo diſtiaguiſh 

things morall,foreithertheyare moral} by divincinlti- 
{tirurion,or by nature: things morall by nature-are thoſe 

that belongto the law of nature, in which ſenſe the mo» 

rall law and naturall law is all one. 

But morall by inſticution are-all chings- 
to the true worſhippe of God z which things as chey 
comenot from the principles of nature, ſo cheyare not 
knowen to the naturall man. Among theſe things are 
fanRifying of a ſeauenth day by God,and ſanRifying of 
tithes to Godt which things aremorall by diuine -inſtitu- 
tionzand fo,naturall by aſecondarydeclarationafterand 
vpon thelaw ofnature, andin'that ſenſe reduced to the 
law of nature, as allthings that are reueited in the true 
worſhip of God,being morall, notby nature bue by di- 
vincinſticution, 

Another obieRionis: fit were morall , then muſt it 
remaine as it then ſtooud:butthen it ſtood ſo, as to bee 
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(thewordbcingvnderſtood aright) mayiuſtly be fo cal- 
led:yct intruth they anſwer nortothe Prieſts of theolde 
T burtothe Levites as we hauc ſbewed.Againe, 
we haueproued cutof Lyr and Hierory, that even then 
alſorthey weregiuen to the Prieſts, 

'- An cher obieRion is:rithes were the Leuites right for 
their ſeruice:buttherewas no morerealon to giue tithes 
to Levices,thento Prietts:thisis anſwered,it reſl ethvpon 
thoſe grounds, that no tithes were then giuen to Prieſts, 
whichis vetrue,and that tiches were aſſigned to the Lee 
vites whichſpeaketh oucly ofthe allignation, and not of 
the generall ordinance. 

Another obicion is:the ſcruice of the Leuites was a 
greaterthing,then that which was giuen for their ſeruice: 
burche ſeru:ce it Gife ceaſcrh, therefore all che Leyires 
right oughtto ceaſe: we an{wergwe admut the conclulion, 
Allthe Leuites right ceaſcth,that is, that Leuiticall allig- 
nation: but the perpetual ordinance of tithes,as it was be- 
fore Tex cannotbetakenawayby the parricular aſsig- 


NA©tON., 

Another objeQtion be framethhus : 1f ie were natural, 
then it couldnot be changed nor alteredby any dilpenſa- 
tion: weeanſwereboc illud eft.This is the great obieftion 
thatcarried Abwlen/r,& all thereſt to douile theſe quirks 
andſubciltics againſtriches, We can ealily anſwer,gthat the 
Popes diſpenſation heeret was vnolawfull and impious: 
butall meanes mult beattempted that mans wit can de- 
viſe, before the Popes high crowne be touched. This is 
the obietian which onely was thoughe vnanſwerable, 
allthereſt arebut broughero fill vp a number , as doing 
_— to this ; _ r_—_ is __ of a9 

r what acc acuer the Papi c of it, 
rn Coy diverſe which doubt 
not butthatthe Pope doth diſpenſe with ſome things e- 
uen. againſt thalaw ofnature,as appearcth by thoſe ca- 

' ſes, whichgre called ca/tu Paper, which are drawen allo 


fanum ite into verſes beginning, thus: 


Hoſtienl® Ss it Carbolictu papate non indicas win, 
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Wheretn it is (aide that hee _- diſpenſe in ex- 


emptions and periurie, to diſpenſe with that which iscur- 
(ed anacthemate, to diſpenſe againlt all the rules andca- 
nons of the Church, to diſpenſe with that ſinnewhich is 
greaterchen adultery, and ſuch like : andtherfore no mar- 
uaile if he diſpenſed againſt the right of tithes. And theſe 
are __ great reaſons that Abulen/is bringeth againſtchis 
ueſtion. 

Bellarmine bringeth but one argument, and thatto 

proue tithes not ceremonial, but iudicial:he ſaith tithes are 


not ceremoniall but iudiciall :»4m non ordinantur emmed:- De clericis 
ate ad colendum Denm, ſed ad 2quitatem inter homines, But lib. 1.cap.zy 


how doth heprouethis ? for ſaith he, God commaunded 
tithes ſhould bee paicd to Leay , becauſe Lewy vvasthe 
centh part of Iſracll, that there might be a proportion be» 
tweene theireſtateandthereſt: we anſwerezthis reaſon for 
paying tithes is found in no Scripture, but in Bellar- 
mines idle conceit, vvho afterwarde miſliking it, ouer- 
chrowethit, and findeth Lewy to bethe twelfth part of If- 
raell. Againe, if this were a reaſon to paytithes, then 
ought not tithes to hauc been payed beforethelawe, for 
this reaſon had noplace when Abrabhamand /acob payed 
tithes, Farther : the reaſonsthat are in the Scripture do 0- 
verthrow this reaſon, for God aſligneth tithes to Lewy 
out of his owne proper right, becaule all tithes arethe 
Lords, Lexir, 27. If the Lord beforeandinthe lawe had 
righttoalltithes , then this true reaſon both taketh away 
Bellarmmes talle reaſon, and proueth that falle which Bet- 
larmine ſaith, tithes had no immediate ordination tothe 
worſhip of God, Laſt of all, if thigreaſon conclude any 
thing againſt vs, that tithes are net morall , becauſethey 
haue no immediate ordination to the worſhip of God, 
by the ſamereaſon it holdeth likewiſe againſt all mainte- 
nance of Miniſters: and yet they who deny vs tiches,grant 
chat ſume maintenance is due, and partof the morall law, 
Now looke what ordinationthe maintenancewhich they 
yeeld vs, hathtotheworſhipof Gud, the ſame wee proue 
of tithes ; but Bellarmune faith aſmuch forvs, as _—_ 

L clire. 
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deſire, cortum efÞ (Gairh he) preceptums de ſolnend's decimir, 
que parte dinimun + naturale oft , non poſſe vila lege buma- 
»e vel conſuctudinecontraria aboleri, ac proinle certum eff, 
Eccleſiam habere ins petendi d:ctmas, etiam vbicen/neindo 
oft, v: non ſoluantur: in hoc enim omnes theologi (+ ( anoniſte 
oonneniunt. Tf this be ſocertaine, then its alſo certain thae 
if it were notfor the Popes diſpenſations tothe contrarie 

all Papiſts would alſentto our concluſion, , 

By this grant of Be/larmmerwe haue gotten ſomwhaty 
that all theSchoole-men & Canonilts, that is, in a manner 
all papiſts, holdthattheprecept of tithes is divine and of 
thelawof natureinſome ſort , & that therforethe Church 
hath righttoclaim tiches z whichwords would be well no- 
ted : for iftherefore the Church hath right co demarmd 
tithes, becauſe in ſome ſort tithes belong to the morall & 
naturalllawe, then aretithes neither iudiciall nor ccremo- 
niall inany (ſort. For thatwhichtheChurch may alwaies 
demaund is naturall, and divine. But the Church, faith 
Bellarmine, may alwaies demandtithes, thatis,the tenth 
part, though cuſtome beagainſt it. Thereforethe tench 
part is due by the lawe of God and of Nature. Nowthe 
Church hath notalwaiesrightto demand things ceremus 
niall,or rudiciall. 

By thiswhich B:{larmine granteth, wee haue enough : 
for hee proueth that the 9u9tapr- is naturall and divine; 
And whether ZBellarmine grant thus mach or nat, the 
force of the truth will compcll euery man to confelſe chat 
thething which muſt of right alwaies bedemanded in the 
Church, isnatural, and divine. Now certaine it is, that 
the Church hath no right ev demaund any other kinde of 
mair.tenancethen tithes. 

eAbulenſ/ic ( whoſeemeth to bee much more curious 
thenPellarmine ) moueth this queſtion ; Gnonam nre de- 
betar decima? After much diſputation, hisreſoluteaun- 
ſwere is, debetur inre canonics, quia non debetur inre natu- 
re, nec dinino, nec cinili, quamillud non imponat onerapra 
miniſtris Det: neq; eſt enim al19ua lex cinilis que obliget om- 
nes Chriftianos , quan non [it aliquis vansprinceps ſecularis 
omniun, 
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emninm, fieut oft vnus princeps ecclefiafliens. In. which 
words wee obſcrue the abſurdities whereiato great wits 
mult ncedes fall, when once they reſolue to haue the 
truth , as Saint /eme: faith, in reſpeRof perſons, For by 
thisitappearcth what they would holdifthe Popes autho- 
ritie, tothe contrary, didnot ſeta byasvpontheir wits and 
words. 

Firſt, hee faith, tithes are due onely i»re {anonico: but 
what then mult beſaideof thoſerimes before this ins ( #- 
nenicum was invented 2 Tithes were proued by the aunci- 
ent Fathersto bee due , when there was noCanonlawein 
the world, andwere more lincerely held bythe Church be» 
fore, then after theCanon lawe camein , helde by the Fa- 
thers from the law of God, andno other. 

Secondly, hee graunteth that tiches are not due, iwre ct» 
wil: , and giueth reaſons why they cannot ſtand by that 
law: which are well co be marked, becauſe, (aith-hee, tithes 
are the Miniſtersrighethrough all Chriſtendome. Now 
neither doth the ciuil Magiſtrateimpoſethoſe rights, nei- 
ther is there any one ciuill Prince thatruleth ouer all chri- 
ſtendome : thereforethey arenot, neither may be impvu+ 
fed by the ciuilllawes, If this reafon be good, then isit 
certaine that tithes haue nothing to doewith iudicialls: 
for nothing is iudiciall, but thatwhich may bee impoſed 
by che ctuill lawes : this is an cuident truth which none de» 
nicth that knoweth what arc iudicials : whereby itisno 
letle euident that 45u/en/is dooth viterly overthrow all 
thardcuiſe at ance,which the Schoole-men (o.bulily build 
VP. 

Thirdly, wee reaſon from his enumeration of ſawes 
thus: Tithes are due by ſomelawe; cither by the lavve 
of God, arby th ciuill lawes, and Princes conſtitutions, 
or by theCanonlawe. But Abs/enfi and therelt of thar 
ſide graunt that they ars not duebytheciu!llawe, and 
Princesconftitutions : and wee provue that they arenot 
due by theCanon lawe, ( becauſe theywere moreduely, 
more orderly, and lincerely payed and heldeb<forethe 
Canon lawe was inucated, then cuer they were lince ) 
L 2 there= 
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therefore it mult follow that they are ducby thelawe of 
God. As this ftandeth againſt the Papiſts , ſoit Nanderh 
nolefſeftrong againſt ſuch as hold tithes, Princes conſti- 
tutions : becauſe it is proued that tithes were helde as or- 
derly , and duely in the Church, before they were confir- 
med by Princes conſtitutions, asafterwarde.; Princesin- 
deede may confirme or forbid the vie, but they cannot 
make or take away the right, 

Wherefore ſeeing all that ſtandeth egainſt vs is decla- 
redto beof noforce : and that wee haue proucd that the 
maintenance in the Apoſtles rimes , was yothing but 
almes : that tithes were eſtabl;ſhed in the Church as the 
auncient ordinance of God ; that this ordinance is not 
iudiciall, becauſe it is holy, and of things ſeparate from 
common vſe : nor ceremoniall, becauſe it was not ordai- 
ned to remaine onely vntill thetime of reformation, but 
cemainethafter thactime 2 (ceing theſe things ſtand thus, 

wee may lafely conclude thattithes are now dueto 

tothe Miniſters of the Church by the ex- 
preſſeword of God, as they haue 
deene alwaies accounted in 
the belt ages of the 


Church. 


